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Abstract 
 
«Give me a break! I’m from Brooklyn, we’re not fancy»  
Institutions, Housing and Lifestyles in Super-gentrification process 
A Field and Historical research in Park Slope, New York City 
 
by 
Lidia K. C. Manzo 
 
Advisor:  Giuseppe Sciortino 
 
In an attempt to make concrete linkages between neighborhood change and 
the boundary-making paradigm, this field and historical study of a New York 
City’s neighborhood, addresses the influences of displacement, housing-
abandonment and resettlement in Super-gentrification processes on 1) the 
types of institutions that emerged to represent different class interests; 2) the 
types of social groups that came to inhabit the neighborhood; 3) the pattern of 
that evolution over time; 4) the particular goals, values, and morals that such 
community organizations evolved; and 5) the social status displays carried 
out in cultured consumption in housing and leisure. 
Employing a multi-methodological and theoretical approach, the study 
follows the evolution and development of neighborhood change over forty 
years through the analysis of social groups and their community 
organizations (looking at archival documents for the past and by in-depth 
interviews, shadowing and ethnographic observation for the present time), 
census data analysis, archival/documental research, and visual data. 
Community organizations emerged, on the one hand, to represent different 
class interests – improvement, mandated, ideological – and to emphasize 
liberal progressive values, on the other. This emergence followed historical 
and geographical patterns of accelerating gentrification. The study argues that 
four waves of gentrification showed up across the time and tended to 
concentrate in four different neighborhood areas, where the incoming groups 
formed parallel boundary shifts. 
Accordingly, I found that different waves of gentrification were associated 
with the emergence of different types of Gentrifiers over time, and this had to 
 do with the changing role of post-industrial cities within the American 
economy, the processes of government/local institution interventions in the 
neighborhood housing market, the changes in class interests, morals and 
ideologies, and the increased aestheticized re-scriptings of neighborhood 
housing choices and lifestyles. Such aesthetic appreciation operated for 
gentrifiers as a visible marker of social status. 
As residential displacement, the disappearance of “old” local stores, and their 
replacement of upscale shops entailed forms of social inequality that 
enhanced the lifestyle of new waves of gentrifiers (raising housing values and 
rents) while, at the same time, forced out morally (by alienation) or practically 
(by displacement) long-term residents, who helped produce the neighborhood 
socio-cultural fabric.  
Diversity and aesthetic appeal seemed to underlie the motives of wealthier, 
well-educated newcomers to move into the neighborhood. Interestingly, those 
have not been changing throughout the different waves of gentrifiers who 
came to inhabit the community in the last 40 years. However - during the 
process of Super-gentrification – I found that the more they populate the 
neighborhood, the more it becomes homogenized and less richly diverse, still 
quite progressive but in a different way. I would say, in a privileged 
progressive way. 
Despite the fact that the moral order of these institutions has always been the 
one of community solidarity, culture, education, and growth, I observed at the 
same time the playing out of the most common paradox of gentrifiers. The 
desire of diversity and the producing of difference. This is, I believe, the 
central problem of gentrification: the balance between, or the combination of, 
pleasure and power. Balancing pleasure and power is a social, political, and 
moral problem.  It brings together many of the concerns about gentrification, 
the desire for (and the loss of) diversity, and expresses the central thesis of this 
study. 
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Preface: Fuggedaboudit!" 
	  
Ethnography (and critical ethnography in particular) adopts a complex 
theoretical orientation toward culture. Culture is a field of struggle 
constructed by different points of view. According to the anthropological 
definition, culture is a common code of practice by a group of people; is 
treated as heterogeneous, conflicting, negotiated, and evolving, as distinct 
from unified, cohesive, fixed, and static. Nowadays, in fact, culture is the 
specific field in which “power” is exercised. Positioning myself as a 
politically-minded researcher, in this doctoral project I was committed to the 
art and craft of fieldwork, where empirical methodologies become the 
foundation for inquiry.  It was there, on the ground of others, that the researcher 
encounters social conditions that become the place from which this research 
begins. 
When I started writing this doctoral proposal in Italy very few people had 
confidence in the usefulness of the research. “There is nothing new about 
studying urban change in New York City” pretty much sums up the reactions 
I encountered, as to say "Fuggedaboudit!" in impeccable Brooklynese. 
Accordingly to Aalbers (2011), this Thesis is the embodiment of my 
stubbornness, that challenge me to leave home for two years and look for 
ways of funding the project.  
In this study I examined the neighborhood of Park Slope that already in the 
1970s had been characterized by a “distinguished” nature; therefore I started 
looking at the effects of this today. One such effect is that the first 
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viii	  
gentrification process created another process of renewal: a kind of second 
gentrification process, but with different “Bobos1.” So, forty years later, what 
is happening? The two groups coexist (upper-middle class and working class) 
but do not clash; they do not even seem to have formed a relationship with 
one another. What is most interesting seems to be the first group of pioneer 
gentrifiers in the North Slope: they do not come into contact with the working 
class of South Slope, but overlap and blend with their alter egos, the upper-
middle-class next-generation of gentrifiers—the newcomers—with whom 
they share cultural tastes and urban aesthetics. But do the new gentrifying 
newcomers form relationships with what remains of the working class in 
South Slope? To be even more specific: what are the specific aspects of the 
relationship between the members of a neighborhood in transition? Between 
the different groups are social boundaries going to be constructed, or not? 
These questions, which take urban complexity as a premise not an answer, 
were initially asked in this research. 
This work spanned three years: two years of research and one additional year 
of writing, which was even harder than I thought as I had to go back to my 
regular job in Milan in October 2012. The list of those to whom I am indebted 
is long indeed. First and foremost, I am deeply indebted and grateful to my 
family, for showing me how to be an independent person. 
Second, I want to thank the people of the Park Slope community, for their 
willingness to share their knowledge, experiences and memories with me. 
They include Gregory, Alice and Simon, Stephanie, Malik, Julyann and Anika, 
Jansen, Emily, Mark and Luisa, Genevieve and Billy, Judy, Suzanne and her 
daughters, Dimitri, Joe, David, John, Eric, Harvey and Annemarie, Tracy, 
                                                
1	   The	   word	   Bobo,	   Brooks's	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  a	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  of	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PART ONE OVERVIEW OF RESEARCH  
Problem statement, Literature Review and 
Research Design 
 
 
 	  
Summary 
This field and historical study of the Brooklyn’s neighborhood of Park Slope 
in the New York City area, investigates the influences of displacement, 
housing-abandonment and resettlement in Super-gentrification processes on 
1) the types of institutions that emerged to represent different class interests; 
2) the types of social groups that came to inhabit the neighborhood; 3) the 
pattern of that evolution over time; 4) the particular goals, values, and morals 
that such community organizations evolved; and 5) the social status displays 
carried out in cultured consumption in housing and leisure. 
The uniqueness of this research lies in its ability to distinguish between and 
detail the emergence of community institutions that represent neighborhood 
constituencies and to link them on the evolutionary pattern of gentrifiers' 
values and morals as reflected in housing choices and lifestyle practices.  
Employing a multi-methodological approach, the study follows the evolution 
and development of neighborhood change over forty years through the 
analysis of social groups and their community organizations (looking at 
archival documents for the past and by in-depth interviews, shadowing and 
ethnographic observation for the present time), census data analysis, 
archival/documental research, and visual data. 
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Introduction 
 
This is a case study of one residential community in New York City. The 
purpose of this research was to apply the theories and methodology of urban 
studies to the historical investigation of a decades long process of 
neighborhood change in a large human setting. The aim of research in this 
field is the development of an understanding of the evolutionary pattern of 
Super-gentrification, defined as “the focus of intense investment and 
conspicuous consumption by a new generation of super-rich 'financifiers' fed 
by fortunes from the global finance and corporate service industries. This 
latest resurgence of gentrification can be distinguished from previous rounds 
of revitalization and poses important questions about the historical continuity 
of current manifestations of gentrification with previous generations of 
neighborhood change” (Lees 2003:2487). The purpose has been to understand 
how residents (long-term ones as well as newcomers), neighborhood’s users, 
social groups and community institutions interpret and act upon this process.  
Furthermore, a residential community in a large city is an artifact of the 
process of change within the city. Residential communities, in fact, are not 
autonomous settings, but dynamically related to processes in the city. In this 
sense, our theoretical task would attempt to examine metropolitan change 
which manifest within the local community. In particular, changes in New 
York City will be examined as they manifest themselves in the local housing 
market and other community institutions. In turn, these changes will be 
examined as they affect residents’ and community groups’ perceptions, 
lifestyles, values, and morals. 
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Accordingly to O’Hanlon (1982), what is of interest is how political and 
economic changes in a city, including its labor market, affect the interests of 
entrepreneurs in a community’s housing market and how these changes affect 
residents’ perceptions of their neighborhood. While it will be argued that 
market outcomes are planned, indeed, the process of change in urban 
communities is largely a consequence of the attractiveness of a community for 
the accumulation of capital and the process of the reinvestment of the surplus 
product in a city’s infrastructure. 
Molotch (1979) elaborates on an empirical implication of this theoretical 
paradigm. 
For those who make the key decisions which enact built environments, 
the contingencies which must be managed to facilitate production are felt 
by participants as greater in number and more compelling in their 
capacity to determine locational outcomes than is the analogous set of 
contingencies which might affect the desirability of neighborhood life for 
the resulting labor force (Ibid.:290). 
In other words, the social and political interests of a community can be 
produced by its residents and users independently of the imperatives of the 
market place. However, in the clash between the interests of the market and 
local interest, “the interests of the market will be the most compelling” 
(O’Hanlon 1982:3). 
A. Background: Super-gentrification, Diversity, and Boundary Making 
The theoretical framework upon which this research’s scope was built can be 
summarized into three basic concepts: super-gentrification (Butler and Lees 
2006; Lees 2000, 2003; Slater 2003), the diversity approach on the study of 
global cities (Mollenkopf and Castells 1991; Vertovec 2007) and the boundary-
making paradigm (Lamont and Molnár 2002; Lamont and Thévenot 2000; 
Lamont 1992). In other words, this study deals with the gentrification 
phenomenon, based accordingly on these three key ideas.  
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The cumulative result of the “corporatization of gentrification” (Smith and De 
Filippis, 1999:650), the 1990s’ real estate boom in New York City, coupled with 
the extraordinary salaries that can be made in the city’s corporate world, have 
led to what Lees (2000) has termed the ‘Super-gentrification’ of the Brooklyn 
neighborhoods where gentrification had matured during the 1980s. Super-
gentrification happens in a few select areas of global cities - like New York or 
London for instance - that have become “the focus of intense investment and 
conspicuous consumption by a new generation of super-rich 'financifiers' fed 
by fortunes from the global finance and corporate service industries. This 
latest resurgence of gentrification can be distinguished from previous rounds 
of revitalization and poses important questions about the historical continuity 
of current manifestations of gentrification with previous generations of 
neighborhood change” (Lees 2003:2487). This has contributed to the rise of the 
neighborhood under study from one of the elite residential communities of 
Brooklyn to one of most desirable place in the entire city (Slater 2003:35). 
There are, of course, several excellent studies on gentrification and the 
relationship between the old residents and the newcomers in gentrifying 
neighborhoods, as well as on the new middle class’ desire for diversity and 
difference – as I will discuss in the next section. However, there is little 
evidence on which to base the assumption that gentrification will increase the 
social cohesion and the social mix of urban neighborhoods. According to Rose 
(Rose 2004:208), there is an “uneasy cohabitation” to take into account. 
Focusing on the intergroup relation during the gentrification process, few 
have thoroughly explored how race, class, and sexual orientation operate and 
what roles they play in the gentrification process. Conversely, as Vertovec 
(2007) highlights, it is necessary to investigate the conditions and challenges of 
diversity that will bring to life a wide variety of material and insight with 
theoretical bearing. Empirical data on narratives of change, in fact, allow us to 
shed light on the tension between diversity as a living condition and the 
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recognition and reproduction of differences as signs of distinction in class 
reproduction (Krase 2012). These may include contributions toward a better 
understanding of “new patterns of inequality and prejudice” and “new 
experiences of space and ‘contact’” (Ibid.:1045).  
In addition, through a wide historical analysis of the Super-gentrification 
process in the neighborhood under study, I will attempt to bring back the 
working class into the recent gentrification literature, which often tends to 
forget a “critical edge” (Watt 2008:206) and focuses on middle-class gentrifiers 
with the working class occupying a ‘backstage’ position, perennially 
understudied (Slater 2006:744). This analysis, instead, has tried to give voice to 
the absents, by excavating the habitus of working class as well as that of 
different waves of gentrifiers along a forty-years span of neighborhood 
change. 
Moreover, if class will be one of the central focuses of this research, it is not the 
only axis of difference towards which I will direct my attention. If on one side 
is broadly recognized the importance to study the aesthetic appreciation of 
gentrifiers as a distinctive class strategy (Zukin 1982; Smith and Williams 
1986), on the other side there is the analytical need to intersect class with other 
dimension of difference, such as gender, sexuality, and race/ethnicity. Among 
the others, the works of Castells (1983) on gay gentrification in San Francisco 
or Rothenberg (1995) on the lesbians community exactly in Brooklyn’s Park 
Slope; as well Taylor (2002) on black gentrification in Harlem, New York or 
the ethnography of Pattillo (2007) about the Black middle class in the 
neighborhood of Chicago’s South Side, are opening new avenues in this 
respect. That is why changing neighborhoods are relevant areas for 
conducting an analysis of the social boundaries at the level of interaction 
between neighbors. 
 
 
 
 
 
Introduction	   GIVE	  ME	  A	  BREAK!	  I’M	  FROM	  BROOKLYN,	  WE’RE	  NOT	  FANCY	  
7	  
Finally, the focus on social boundaries in a changing neighborhood relates to 
the production of differences among people, both in terms of social and 
cultural diversity and of division. Making borders in urban space means 
‘shaping the meaning of things,’ creating sites of encounter and inclusion on 
one side, and lines of division and exclusion on the other. Harvey (1989, 2006) 
recognizes that those who have the power to command and produce space are 
therefore able to reproduce and enhance their own power. This power is 
manifested in the ability to create distance between the high status in-group 
and low status outsiders, and to define the legitimate use of space so as to 
bring the mechanisms of social control to bear on the ways that space is used. 
Through appropriation and domination, the powerful differentiate public 
space. It is within the parameters outlined by these practices that the local 
lives of ordinary urban dwellers take place. As Lamont and Molnar (2002) 
emphasize, these potential boundaries can acquire a very peculiar symbolic 
connotation in the social sphere. They might refer to conceptual distinctions, 
“vocabularies of motives” (Mills 1940), “repertoires of evaluation” (Lamont 
and Thévenot 2000) and specific cognitive tools used by social actors to 
classify objects, people, practices, time and space. However, these new social 
(re)definitions and (re)constructions can entail social conflicts. 
B. Statement of Problem and Research Questions 
A major problem for urban neighborhoods - which has experienced a 
decades-long process of gentrification since the early 1970s – today is that 
moderate- and low-income residents are bearing the burden of both 
disinvestment and reinvestment. As Justa states, “while current national and 
local urban policy is designed to stimulate private-sector interest in 
development, this may not lessen the burden for these working-class 
residents” (1984:4). This policy does not appear to be an equitable remedy for 
the redevelopment of urban neighborhoods. In fact, if the attraction of private 
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investment capital into a neighborhood it seems a necessarily beneficial for all 
residents, as reinvestment displaces low and moderate-income residents, it 
may undermine the community’s socioeconomic fabric.  
However, community institutions are local groups which can be either 
mediator between private-sector and government interests and the needs of 
neighborhood residents and represent different class interests. Although 
Mollenkopf (1981) investigated how community organizations would be 
affected by market conditions, the evolution and development of different 
community institutions and their effects on social groups/waves within a 
neighborhood in relation to a decades-long process of Super-gentrification has 
not been addressed. This has to say also that these institutions play a 
fundamental role in relation to public policy or changes in the housing 
market. One way to understand how, on one hand, community institutions 
influence changes in public policy and housing market, and how, on the other, 
such organizations can affect the shift in the neighborhood’s population 
(social groups), is to investigate their evolution over the whole process of 
Super-gentrification. Analyzing their experiences since the beginning of the 
process of neighborhood change may provide some insights regarding the 
factors involved in the problem of abandonment, resettlement, and 
displacement. Moreover, by examining the strategies trough which 
community institutions were able to sustain themselves and build 
neighborhood movements, while effecting public policies or encouraging 
private investments, we may better be able to understand the character of the 
neighborhood and the evolution of its social groups.  
The problem, hence the topic for this thesis, was identified in dialogue with 
the supervisor. Consequently, the following research question was formulated 
and will serve as a guide throughout the research: 
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How does Super-gentrification evolve over time? 
Three sub questions, related to each other, structure this question: 
The thesis aims to address the above-stated problem on the evolution of 
Super-gentrification through the three sub-questions stated below: 
• RQ1: What are the changing patterns of Super-gentrification? 
• RQ2: How do Gentrifiers, as a social group, evolve over time? 
• RQ3: Do different waves of Gentrifiers, with their different urban 
cultures and lifestyles, produce the change of Super-gentrification over 
time? 
These questions will be reflected in the structure of and answered throughout 
the study. In the following chapters I will better identify the research 
questions and thus the goal and delimitations of the study. Thereafter, while 
Chapter 1 will provide a detailed review of the literature and the theoretical 
background,  Chapter 2 will explain the methodological approach and the 
overall research design.  
C. The Study 
This field and historical study of a Brooklyn’s neighborhood in the New York 
City area, investigates the influences of displacement, housing-abandonment 
and resettlement in Super-gentrification processes on 1) the types of 
institutions that emerged to represent different class interests; 2) the types of 
social groups that came to inhabit the neighborhood; 3) the pattern of that 
evolution over time; 4) the particular goals, values, and morals that such 
community organizations evolved; and 5) the social status displays carried 
out in cultured consumption in housing and leisure. 
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In the following chapters, data will be analyzed that were collected 
throughout almost two years of research commencing in 2011. It will be 
organized into two main sections: the context within Super-gentrification have 
been emerged in the last forty years together with the analysis of major 
community institutions (Part Two: Chapters 3-5); and the ethnographic 
observation of evolutionary pattern of gentrifiers' values and morals as 
reflected in housing choices and lifestyle practices (Part Three: Chapters 6-8). 
The last Chapter presents a summary and conclusion of the research, 
eventually suggesting policies. 
The contextual analysis presented in Part Two helps shape my understanding 
of the overall process of neighborhood change and it introduces the 
ethnographic field work conducted on current social groups and community 
institutions as they inform on the evolutionary pattern of Gentrifiers (Part 
Three). 
Employing a multi-methodological approach, the project follows the 
evolution and development of neighborhood change over forty years through 
the study of social groups and their community organizations (looking at 
archival documents for the past and by in-depth interviews, shadowing and 
ethnographic observation for the present time), census data analysis, 
archival/documental research, and visual data. 
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1. Urban Change as a contextual, moral 
attitudes approach. Theoretical and 
Empirical Contributions 
 
Summary 
The relationships between a changing neighborhood and its inhabitants can 
be studied as a set of contextual, moral attitudes that define sociocultural 
boundaries. Often, scholars used to conduct cognitive research in housing 
design that includes – as Low and Chambers explain – “contextual analyses of 
vernacular architecture, ethno-semantic studies of design forms and details, 
perceptual and behavioral analyses of changing environments, and the 
elicitation of ‘projections,’ such as mental maps, which reveal the cognitive 
structure of an environment” (1989:87). On the contrary, the aim of this 
contribution is to broaden the limited scope of studies on the environmental 
impact of changing neighborhoods or on the socio-cultural dimension of 
dwelling designs.  
The main theoretical framework upon which this research project was built 
will be addressed into three basic concepts: super-gentrification, the diversity 
approach on the study of global cities, and the boundary-making paradigm. In 
addition, to understand how material and symbolic aspects of place work 
together and influence local patterns in meaning and actions, we will discuss 
the use of urban design and place making as analytical framework. 
Finally, this Chapter highlights both the critical need to enhance the cultural 
approach on gentrification studies and the current lack of empirical 
qualitative research on Super-gentrification. 	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1.1 Introduction 
Given the recent debate in urban studies with different approaches and 
explanations of gentrification between the supporters of culture and 
individual agencies on the one hand, and the capital and class defendants on 
the other, one is prompted to analyze what happens in a social mix of middle 
and upper classes in popular neighborhoods in transition. Yet even if we 
pursue this critique of urban renewal following the cultural approach – taking 
into account the theories of (Bourdieu 1984), Jager (1986), Hamnett (1992), and 
Ley (1996) – we are still left with a fundamental unanswered question: what 
happens to people who live in a changing neighborhood? In fact, it is precisely 
because cohabitation in a socially mixed neighborhood is a contested cultural 
terrain that it promises new insight in the sociospatial2 perspective. In this 
respect, the cultural turn in urban studies has illuminated the path to a “new 
urban sociology” that joins political economy and cultural analysis (Zukin 
1982, 1995, 2010).   
1.2 A Different Cultural Claim.  Theoretical Perspectives on Gentrification 
Structural changes of post-industrial cities – especially New York, which 
shifted from an industrial to a corporate3 city – affected the ability of classes 
and races to successfully sell their labor (the loss of blue collar and semi-
skilled white collar jobs) while at the same time sustained the growth of 
professional and managerial professions. After years of white flight and urban 
abandonment, the term gentrification came into usage in the mid-1960s when 
more affluent people began “revitalizing” a smattering of relatively low-
income neighborhoods. But the so-called urban revival really took off as part 
of the wretched excess of the 1980s. Even those who were part of the trend 
                                                
2	  Mark	  Gottdiener	  (1985,	  1997),	  with	  Ray	  Hutchison	  (2006),	  has	  been	  one	  of	  the	  leading	  proponents	  
of	   introducing	   the	   importance	   of	   symbolic	   processes	  within	   a	   political	   economic	   framework	   to	   the	  
study	  of	  urban	  sociology.	  
3	  See	  the	  “corporatization	  of	  gentrification”	  paradigm	  at	  the	  section	  1.3.1.	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professed contempt for yuppies exposing brick walls, eating quiche and 
drinking at “fern bars” in far-flung parts of Manhattan and in Brooklyn. The 
trend abated a bit after the stock market collapse of the late '80s but roared 
back as Wall Street and the overall city economy rebounded in the late 1990s. 
In prosperous times, more people need housing and are able to pay more for 
it. But says Peter Marcuse, a professor of urban planning at Columbia 
University, “a great economy is not great for everyone.” The newcomers bid 
up rents and vacant lots become sites for new buildings because, says activist 
Zack Winestine, “Development feeds on development.”4 
The process of gentrification is usually referred to the renewal of run-down 
housing (rather than industrial) typically in working-class neighborhoods by 
newcomers who – by rejecting the cultural homogeneity of the suburbs – were 
interested not only in cheap houses or rents, but also looking for a breath of 
“authentic diversity” and proximity to the city center (Caulfield 1994; Ley 
1994; Smith 1987). Although city planners and housing experts quibble over a 
precise definition, people who have recently lived in major cities know 
gentrification when they see it. To be very simple, this process means that “as 
more outsiders move in, rents and property values creep up, and longtime 
residents are squeezed out” (Carlson 2003:22).  
Meanwhile, established businesses close and new ones open up — coffee 
shops, cafes and specialty stores catering to the neighborhood’s wealthier new 
residents. In fact, class narratives that emerge within these transformations of 
urban space have not only a material content, have not only to do with 
economics but also with a certain kind of look, style, in sum with the symbolic 
sphere. It is this “synergy of capital investment and cultural meaning” (Zukin 
1996:45) through which urban spaces are produced. Indeed, changes in the 
                                                
4	   “The	   New	   Gentrification”	   article	   by	   Rebecca	   Webber,	   published	   on	   the	   Gotham	   Gazette	   on	  
December	  11,	  2000.	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social and physical fabric of cities are reflected, and sometimes presaged, in 
changes at the level of representation and meaning. 
Theories that traditionally explain the phenomenon of gentrification as a 
result of a real estate mechanism - rent gap (Clark 1998; Smith 1979), or 
changed social attitudes (Ley 1987), combined with individual behavior 
(Hamnett 1991). The alternative approach, which will follow in the next pages, 
is that while gentrification clearly involves changes in the structure of the land 
and property market5, it can be  better seen as the product of the interaction 
between the unique physical and social characteristics of the neighborhood 
community and the structural changes within the city level. Here interaction 
poses emphasis on relationality, as “the reciprocal relations between different 
groups, objects, sentiments, and ideas, as central to urban theory” (Savage 
2013:517) and makes Bourdieu’s field analysis (1993) so influential. Using a 
metaphor, as Deleuze and Guattari explain, 
in a geological stratum, for example, the first articulation is the process of 
“sedimentation,” which deposits units of cyclic sediment according to a 
statistical order: flysch, with its succession of sandstone and schist. The 
second articulation is the “folding” that sets up a stable functional 
structure and effects the passage from sediment to sedimentary rock. It is 
clear that the distinction between the two articulation is not between 
substances and forms. Substances are nothing other than formed matters. 
Forms imply a code, modes of coding and decoding. Substances as 
formed matters refer to territorialities and degree of territorialization and 
deterritorialization. But each articulation has a code and a territoriality; 
therefore each possesses both form and substance (1987:41) 
In drawing such a connection, the discussion focuses to the material as well 
the symbolic production of space, which come together to secure the ground 
                                                
5	  The	  production-­‐side	  theory	  of	  urban	  gentrification	  derives	  from	  the	  work	  of	  human	  geographer	  Neil	  
Smith	   (1986-­‐1987)	   explaining	   gentrification	   as	   an	   economic	   process	   consequent	   to	   the	   fluctuating	  
relationships	  among	  capital	   investments	  and	  the	  production	  of	  urban	  space.	  Smith’s	  explanation	  for	  
gentrification	  is	  focused	  on	  the	  interrelation	  between	  capital	  and	  the	  institutions	  of	  the	  capitalist	  land	  
market	  (i.e.	  developers,	  real-­‐estate	  agents,	  mortgage	  lenders).	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for a “cultural claim” on gentrification literature. As Tonkiss clearly points 
out: 
Urban meanings, that is, form part of the fabric from which buildings, 
spaces and images of the city are made and remade (2005:82). 
Finally, this work is an initial attempting to widen the empirical base around 
gentrification and social mixing, bringing back the working class into the recent 
gentrification literature, which often tends to forget a “critical edge” (Watt 
2008:206) and focuses on middle-class gentrifiers with the working class 
occupying a ‘backstage’ position, perennially understudied (Slater 2006:744). 
This analysis, instead, has tried to give voice to the absents, by excavating the 
habitus of working class as well as that of different waves of gentrifiers along 
a  forty-years span of neighborhood change. Accordingly to Lees (2003, 2008), 
gentrification has different histories in different cities and countries; this 
history matters and there is the need to analyze both gentrifiers and non-
gentrifiers living in the same neighborhoods, at different stages of 
gentrification for how this process have been theorized. In this ethnographic 
report I will look at how social mix – both in terms of class and ethnic 
diversity – is experienced and negotiated by the different social groups who 
live in changing neighborhoods taking into account recent incomers, the long-
term residents, business owners as well as local community institutions. To 
understand what the nature of this co-existence may be.  
1.3 Addressing Super-Gentrification, Diversity in global cities, and 
Boundary-Making 
The theoretical framework upon which this research’s scope was built can be 
summarized into three basic concepts: super-gentrification (Butler and Lees 
2006; Lees 2000, 2003; Slater 2003), the diversity approach on the study of 
global cities (Mollenkopf and Castells 1991; Vertovec 2007) and the boundary-
making paradigm (Lamont and Molnár 2002; Lamont and Thévenot 2000; 
 
 
 
 
 
Manzo	  2014	   The	  University	  of	  Trento	  
16	  
Lamont 1992). In other words, this study deals with the gentrification 
phenomenon, based accordingly on these three key ideas. 
1.4.3 Super-gentrification 
The cumulative result of the “corporatization of gentrification” (Smith and De 
Filippis 1999:650), the 1990s’ real estate boom in New York City, coupled with 
the extraordinary salaries that can be made in the city’s corporate world, have 
led to what Lees (2000) has termed the ‘Super-gentrification’ of the Brooklyn 
neighborhoods where gentrification had matured during the 1980s. Super-
gentrification happens in a few select areas of global cities - like New York or 
London for instance - that have become “the focus of intense investment and 
conspicuous consumption by a new generation of super-rich 'financifiers' fed 
by fortunes from the global finance and corporate service industries. This 
latest resurgence of gentrification can be distinguished from previous rounds 
of revitalization and poses important questions about the historical continuity 
of current manifestations of gentrification with previous generations of 
neighborhood change” (Lees 2003:2487). This has contributed to the rise of the 
neighborhood under study from one of the elite residential communities of 
Brooklyn to one of most desirable place in the entire city (Slater 2003:35). This 
process is part of the ongoing renaissance of Brooklyn, in which Lees has 
outlined the following changes in the neighborhood under study: 
Gentrifiers in Park Slope today are significantly wealthier than 
gentrifiers in the past. Sweat equity is not a prominent feature of the 
process today. Indeed, contemporary gentrifiers have to be wealthier 
than ever before because of average prices for single- family townhouses 
have doubled since 1997. (...) This rapid appreciation is linked to the 
dramatically increased value of the New York stock market and the 
financial services industry, whose profits have (re)lubricated 
gentrification in New York City. (2000:397- 8) 
Accordingly to what Slater (2011) points out in his recent recognition of the 
work of analysts of gentrification around the world, the middle-class 
 
 
 
 
 
Chapter	  1	   GIVE	  ME	  A	  BREAK!	  I’M	  FROM	  BROOKLYN,	  WE’RE	  NOT	  FANCY	  
17	  
gentrifiers are a very diverse and ambivalent group that cannot be reduced 
just with the term “yuppies”. Moreover, if class will be one of the central 
focuses of this research, it is not the only axis of difference towards which I 
will direct my attention. If on one side is broadly recognized the importance to 
study the aesthetic appreciation of gentrifiers as a distinctive class strategy (Zukin 
1982; Smith and Williams 1986), on the other side there is the analytical need 
to intersect class with other dimension of difference, such as gender, sexuality, 
and race/ethnicity. Among the others, the works of Castells (1983) on gay 
gentrification in San Francisco or Rothenberg (1995) on the lesbians 
community exactly in Brooklyn’s Park Slope; as well Taylor (2002) on black 
gentrification in Harlem, New York or the ethnography of Pattillo (2007) 
about the Black middle class in the neighborhood of Chicago’s South Side, are 
opening new avenues in this respect. That is why changing neighborhoods are 
relevant areas for conducting an analysis of the social boundaries at the level 
of interaction between neighbors. 
1.4.2 Diversity and complexity in global cities, and intersectionality 
As Foner remarks in her essay about the uniqueness of migration and 
multiculturalism in New York City, “a striking feature of New York City’s 
immigrant population, which stands at nearly three million, is its 
extraordinary diversity” (2007:1002). John Mollenkopf and Manuel Castells 
too highlight the existence of social dynamics in New York City which are 
marked by “an articulate core and a disarticulated plurality of peripheries” 
(1991:402), differentiated by variable conglomerations of race, immigration 
status, gender, economic activity and neighborhood. Moreover, as Vertovec 
argues “such observations point towards the need to go beyond studies of 
socio-economic mobility, segregation and such based on ethnic or immigrant 
classification alone. (…) The development of quantitative techniques for 
multivariate analysis surely have much to offer the study of superdiversity, 
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particularly by way of understanding the interaction of variables such as 
country of origin, ethnicity, language, immigration status (and its concomitant 
rights, benefits and restrictions), age, gender, education, occupation and 
locality. Yet there is also much need for more and better qualitative studies of 
super-diversity” (2007:1045). 
While some studies analyze how the presence of urban gay communities can 
be not only one of the driving forces behind gentrification, but also how they 
shape the meaning of interactions between groups in a changing 
neighborhood (Brown-Saracino 2010; Castells 1983), few studies have deeply 
explored the relationship between lesbian gentrifiers – both the pioneers, then 
the newcomers – and the old residents (working class people) in a 
neighborhood in transition. Many others researches (Boyd 2008; Cohen 1999; 
Collins 2004; Freeman and D. 2006; Hyra 2008; Lauria, M., and Knopp 1985; 
Lees 2000; Pattillo 2007; Taylor 2002) are extremely insightful on 
understanding how class and race are important social categories that 
influence relations within groups, yet they do not explain how their 
intersectionality operates in super-diverse gentrifying neighborhoods. 
Following what Crenshaw suggests, I do not think that the relationship 
between different groups experiencing the gentrification process can be 
explained only through the specific frameworks of class, race and sexuality, as 
I explained in the introduction. Indeed, these factors are often critical in 
shaping the experiences of super-diverse urban neighborhood, yet my focus 
on the intersections of these three social categories only “highlights the need 
to account for multiple grounds of identity when considering how the social 
world is constructed” (1991:1244-45). 
Moreover, in this project I apply the concepts of diversity and intersectionality 
to investigate how distinct social categories influence and shape the 
construction of social boundaries within a diverse community that is 
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experiencing gentrification. First, I consider diversity as a concept linking the 
new conjunctions and interactions of variables that have arisen based partly 
on patterns of immigration to New York City over the past decade in order to 
examine “the conjunction of ethnicity with a range of other variables when 
considering the nature of various ‘communities’, their composition, 
trajectories (and) interactions” (Vertovec 2007:1025). Here I am referring to 
what Amin calls an anthropology of “local micropolitics of everyday 
interaction” (2002:960), related to what Sandercock describes as “daily habits 
of perhaps quite banal intercultural categories” (Sandercock 2003:89). Again, 
such interactions should be viewed in terms of intersections of multiple 
variables, not just through the lens of basic and-or separate ethnic categories. 
Next, considering the analytic tool that feminist and anti-racist scholars 
deploy for theorizing identity and oppression, I embrace the intersectionality 
approach, defined as “the relationships among multiple dimensions and 
modalities of social relations and subject formations - as itself a central 
category of analysis” (McCall 2005:1771).  
Specifically, my intention is to delineate two lines of theoretical approach in 
studying the complex intersecting forms of relations that come about in a 
neighborhood in transition. On one hand, I will examine the “intercategorial 
complexity” to analyze the relationship between the inequality among social 
groups and changing configuration of inequality, especially along the 
conflicting dimensions of class and race/ethnicity. On the other hand, I will 
employ the concept of “intracategorial complexity” to interrogate the 
processes of boundary-making and boundary-defining, in order to reveal the 
complexity of “people whose identity crosses the boundaries of traditionally 
constructed groups” (Ibid.:1774). When I refer to the concept of cultural 
complexity, I take into account how Hannerz uses it as a means to talk about 
culture as something which cannot be characterized “in terms of some single 
essence” (Hannerz 1992:6). There is much more to be discussed about that but 
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what is interesting here is the opportunity to show how complexity can be 
“operationalized” in research on the multidimensional approach dimension 
and their interrelationship. As Foner describes, “the incredible ethnic and 
racial diversity in New York City and its history of immigration have affected 
on-the-ground relations and created a mixture and mingling of ethno-racial 
groups. In the 1990s, when he was in office, former Mayor David Dinkins 
often referred to the city as a gorgeous mosaic (Foner 2007:1009). If ethnic 
diversity is the expectation in New York, indeed, in describing the vibrant 
inner-city culture emerging in New York, Kasinitz, Mollenkopf and Waters 
speak of a “new kind of multiculturalism (...) of hybrids and fluid exchanges 
across group boundaries” (2008:16). Moreover, research on intersectionality, 
the influence of race, class, gender, and sexuality, has explored how multiple 
categories work simultaneously to shape individual identity and behavior. In 
fact, as Allen argued about the appeals to diversity in the construction of new 
tastes for urban neighborhoods and housing, “for adults the urban ambience 
of diversity is a continual source of stimulation and renewal and a reminder 
of the cultural relativity of one’s own style of life” (Allen 1984:31-32). 
There are several excellent studies on gentrification and the relationship 
between the old residents and the newcomers in gentrifying neighborhoods, 
as well as on the new middle class’ desire for diversity and difference. 
However, there is little evidence on which to base the assumption that 
gentrification will increase the social cohesion and the social mix of urban 
neighborhoods. According to Rose (Rose 2004:208), there is an “uneasy 
cohabitation” to take into account. However, focusing on the intergroup 
relation during the gentrification process, few have thoroughly explored how 
race, class, and sexual orientation operate and what roles they play in the 
gentrification process. Conversely, as Vertovec (2007) highlights, it is 
necessary to investigate the conditions and challenges of diversity that will 
bring to life a wide variety of material and insight with theoretical bearing. 
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Empirical data on narratives of change, in fact, allow us to shed light on the 
tension between diversity as a living condition and the recognition and 
reproduction of differences as signs of distinction in class reproduction (Krase 
2012).These may include contributions toward a better understanding of “new 
patterns of inequality and prejudice” and “new experiences of space and 
‘contact’” (Ibid.:1045).  
1.4.3 Making boundaries in urban space  
People make sense of their worlds through a simple cognitive mechanism of 
connection and separation of things, by drawing lines of distinction that leave 
a mark in space. As Simmel analyzes in his “Sociology of Space” (1997), 
spatial boundaries are formed and reproduced by social action, and also 
influence ways of thinking. This semantic organization of an urban space, or 
“signification rhythm” as (Barthes 1997) describes, highlights the relationship 
between physical places and spatial meaning. Moreover, my focus on social 
boundaries in a changing neighborhood relates to the production of 
differences among people, both in terms of social and cultural diversity and of 
division. According to Tonkiss, “the making of borders is a ‘shaping of 
things,’ creating sites of encounter and zones of inclusion at the same time as 
it draws lines of social division and exclusion” (2005:58). 
Harvey (1989, 2006) recognizes that those who have the power to command 
and produce space are therefore able to reproduce and enhance their own 
power. This power is manifested in the ability to create distance between the 
high status in-group and low status outsiders, and to define the legitimate 
uses of space so as to bring the mechanisms of social control to bear on the 
ways that space is used. Through appropriation and domination, the powerful 
differentiate public space. It is within the parameters outlined by these 
practices that the local lives of ordinary urban dwellers take place.  Thus, the 
meaningfulness of urban neighborhoods is the result of an array of forces, 
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defined at one endpoint by the everyday practices of ordinary urban 
residents, and at the other endpoint by the forces of modern consumer 
capitalism, or, roughly, between glocalization and globalization (Krase 2012). 
Given this introduction, this research aims to address the issue of 
neighborhood changes and renewal through a specific interpretation key: the 
urban space as a place of symbolic elaboration. As we discussed in the 
theoretical introduction, the process of gentrification primarily leads to two 
main trends: the pressure of the property owners against the original tenants 
(often forced to leave their homes because of a significant increase of the rent) 
and the mixing of populations with different classes and different lifestyles. 
The cohabitation between residents of different classes leads us to consider the 
long tradition of research, directly inspired by the Chicago school and 
community studies, which reflects upon the process of labeling and 
categorization in the construction of symbolic boundaries within the 
community (Erikson 1966; Suttles 1968). In fact, the changing neighborhoods 
are relevant areas for conducting an analysis of the social boundaries at the 
level of interaction between neighbors. 
As Lamont and Molnar (2002) emphasize, these potential boundaries can 
acquire a very peculiar symbolic connotation in the social sphere. They might 
refer to conceptual distinctions, “vocabularies of motives” (Mills 1940), 
“repertoires of evaluation” (Lamont and Thévenot 2000) and specific cognitive 
tools used by social actors to classify objects, people, practices, time and space. 
However, these new social (re)definitions and (re)constructions can entail 
social conflicts. 
The debate on social boundaries often refers to the production of inequalities 
(Alexander 1992; Bourdieu 1984; Elias 1982; Tilly 2005). Exploring the issue 
within community studies, Anderson (1999), in his work on a black ghetto of 
Philadelphia, describes the distinction made by residents in terms of labeling, 
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for example in the categories of persons described as "street" or "decent". 
Moreover, the study of the tensions between "old" and "new" families in 
Winston Parva, developed by Elias and Scotson (1965), sheds light on other 
elements of distinction, such as town gossip, techniques of boycott, prejudice 
and discrimination. According to Tilly (2004), people organize a significant 
part of their social interactions around the formation, transformation, 
activation and suppression of social boundaries. A central element of his 
theory is precisely the processes of categorization.  
1.4 Urban design and place making as analytical framework 
In the above theoretical discussion, we have briefly introduced how 
territoriality matters to understand how material and symbolic aspects of 
place work together and influence local patterns in meaning and actions 
(Paulsen 2004). An accurate comprehension of social life during a process of 
Super-gentrification requires, in fact, consideration of the context in which 
that life is lived. Indeed, the influx of middle and upper classes in a changing 
neighborhood means also to uncover the appreciation of aesthetics, including 
fine art, architecture, and fashion, by which gentrifiers are very conscious 
about. To understand place character, then, we can not  
Simply list the adjectives that might describe a place; we look for those 
qualities that have become most salient, and account for just how and 
why those qualities matter (Ibid.:245) 
Urban design is the process of giving form, shape, and character to groups of 
buildings, to whole neighborhoods, and the city. It involves the arrangement 
and design of built forms, public spaces, transport systems, services, and 
amenities. Thus, in urban studies we can interpret this as a framework that 
orders the elements into a network of streets, squares, and blocks. More 
importantly it blends architecture, urban landscape and city planning with 
whom is using and experiencing that space; urban design is about making 
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connections between people and places, mobility and urban form, nature and 
the built fabric. It draws together the many strands of place-making into the 
creation of urbanities with distinct beauty and identity.  
As I will better explain in the second Part of this Thesis, the urban design 
process of the Brooklyn’s neighborhood under study was achieved by the 
establishing of a unique architecture that features charming Victorian 
brownstones, townhouses and apartments, as well as the aesthetically 
pleasing public places and vistas like a monumental Plaza or the named 
streets on its north. Identifiable landmarks and focal points are connected to a 
526-acres Park, which offers recreational areas, a zoo, a bandstand, ponds, a 
lagoon and picnic grounds. Nearby are the Brooklyn Museum and the 
Brooklyn Botanic Garden. Other key elements of place-making include: two 
lively commercial boulevards, the nation’s largest member-owned and 
operated food co-op, five subway stops and two bus routes and some activist 
community projects, like restoring bluestone sidewalks, hosting the first 
citywide household hazardous-waste collection day, and an intensive 
recycling program. This contributes to a stimulating cultural scene and a 
family-friendly ambiance. Lastly, this place is considered one of New York 
City's most desirable neighborhoods. In fact, in 2007 it was selected as “one of 
10 Great Neighborhoods in America” by the American Planning Association, 
"for its architectural and historical features and its diverse mix of residents 
and businesses, all of which are supported and preserved by its active and 
involved citizenry”6 and in 2010, it was ranked number 1 in New York by 
New York Magazine citing “its quality public schools, dining, nightlife, 
                                                
6	   “Park	   Slope	   Brooklyn,	   New	   York",	   article	   published	   on	   the	   website	   of	   the	   American	   Planning	  
Association	  -­‐	  Accessed	  on	  December	  17th,	  2011.	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shopping, access to public transit, green space, quality housing, safety, and 
creative capital, among other aspects”7. 
The section that follows, will explain how neighborhood community 
institutions sustain both historic design and modern amenities, as we can 
even see in discourses and representations operated by the American 
Planning Association: 
Historic in design and modern in amenity, [its] livability (...) is no 
hyperbole. Its architectural, recreational, transportation, and community 
assets all combine to make it a great community of lasting value8. 
It is suggested that designed things and urban landscapes are artifacts of 
material culture, and provide information about it (Low and Chambers 1989). 
Accordingly, the term an urban setting can also be interpreted as a system of 
designed forms related to a culture-making process. If, then, we assume that 
design is a social production of ideas, values, norms, and beliefs – spatially and 
symbolically placed – we can relate it with the cultural patterns and motives 
of different social groups’ minds and study it as such.  
 
 
 
  
                                                
7	   "The	  Most	  Livable	  Neighborhoods	   in	  New	  York",	  article	  by	  Nate	  Silver	  published	  on	  The	  New	  York	  
Magazine	  –	  April	  11,	  2010.	  
8	  Source:	  American	  Planning	  Association	  website	  (op.	  cit.).	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Conclusions 
Through almost two years of ethnography (2011-2012), employing a multi-
methodological approach in the data gathering phase, this research is an 
initial attempt to frame the understanding of the emergence of community 
institutions that represent neighborhood constituencies and to link them on 
the evolutionary pattern of gentrifiers’ values and morals as reflected in 
housing choices and lifestyle practices. 
The next Chapter will discuss more in detail the strategy of research 
methodology, and its overall design. 
  27	  
2. Research Design and Methodology 
 
Summary 
This Chapter presents and summarizes the overall study design and the 
methods used to collect sufficient data to answer the preliminary research 
questions. Moreover, it also discusses methodological assumptions and 
limitations faced during the field research.  
Chapter 1 highlighted both the critical need to enhance the cultural approach 
on gentrification studies and the current lack of empirical qualitative research 
on Super-gentrification. These two aspects were my primary research’s 
motivations. 
The original project proposal for this research identified the primary 
components of the study, including the research strategy and design, methods 
and analysis. Indeed, to address the complexity of the research, I developed a 
multi-method strategy that supported the exploratory and descriptive nature 
of the study. Multiple sources of data, emerged from different data collection 
techniques, results in the building of a large qualitative data repository. In 
addition, the data collection allowed me to refine the preliminary theoretical 
framework in order to build a more adequate model. The patterns which 
emerged from the data analysis informed the overall process of model 
building. Theory and methods, in fact, have been developed on a continuous 
basis during the writing process of this thesis (Yin 2009:50). However, 
tracking the complex analytical steps has been difficult. This is the reason to 
provide a detailed description of the methods I employed to enhance the 
trustworthiness of the study, my autobiographical role and bias as a 
researcher and the limitations of the research.  
Finally, the archival evidences became the foundation for developing the 
historical reconstruction of the case study evolution in the last forty-years 
span, as presented in Part Two. This documentary background was critical in 
laying the empirical work introduced in Chapters 4 and 5. In fact, the 
empirical data collected and analyzed provided, then, evidence for the 
observations reported in Part Three. 
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2.1 Preliminary Research Questions  
Given the theoretical debate I have previously analyzed, with different 
approaches and explanations of gentrification between the supporters of 
culture and individual agencies on one hand, and the capital and class 
defendants on the other, one is prompted to investigate what happens in a 
social mix of middle and upper classes in popular neighborhoods in 
transition. Yet even if we pursue this critique of urban renewal following the 
cultural approach – taking into account the theories of Bourdieu (1984), Jager 
(1986), Hamnett (1992), and Ley (1996) – we are still left with a fundamental 
unanswered question: what happens to people who live in a changing 
neighborhood? Further research is needed, especially in neighborhoods that 
demonstrate different types of gentrification which can be correlated with 
different typologies of Gentrifiers. Loretta Lees worries about the taking place 
of debates about gentrification because there is “the absence of a significant 
knowledge base as to how social mix is experienced on a day-to-day basis” 
(2008:2464). Yet, per Zukin (2010), when nothing is done to limit this process, 
a neighborhood gradually loses its soul. Again, what gentrification is this?  
Thus, linking gentrification, urban policy, and the predictable discourse on 
social mix the main question of this research is: “how does Super-
gentrification evolve over time?” Consequently,  the present study developed 
the following three preliminary sub-questions, related to each other: 
• RQ1: What are the changing patterns of Super-gentrification? 
• RQ2: How do Gentrifiers, as a social group, evolve over time? 
• RQ3: Do different waves of Gentrifiers, with their different urban 
cultures and lifestyles, produce the change of Super-gentrification over 
time? 
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The task was, then, divided in subsequent questions. More specifically, the 
main research focus has been addressed in the following way: 
• RQ1: What are the changing patterns of Super-gentrification? 
Sub-RQ1.a: How Super-gentrification evolves throughout time and which 
kinds of impacts it has? 
Sub-RQ1.b: Looking at the impact, what kind of relationship comes about 
between a changing neighborhood and its inhabitants? 
Sub-RQ1.c: Looking at the evolution, what are the implications of the shift in 
the neighborhood population due to the different waves of gentrification? 
• RQ2: How do Gentrifiers, as a social group, evolve over time? 
Sub-RQ2.a: How do Gentrifiers emerge, develop, grow or terminate over place 
(at the neighborhood level) and time? 
Sub-RQ2.b: How can we analyze different waves of Gentrifiers  over time?  
Sub-RQ2.c: How is the distinctive way in which Gentrifiers exert power, 
construct diverse meanings and enact sociality across time?  
• RQ3: Do different waves of Gentrifiers, with their different urban 
cultures and lifestyles, produce the change of Super-gentrification over 
time? 
Sub-RQ3.a: How do different waves of Gentrifiers legitimize their practices of 
distinction, group’s internal codes, and other aesthetics displays of cultured 
consumption in housing and leisure? 
Sub-RQ3.b: How do community values and morals, and ways of living 
(lifestyles) produce changes in Super-gentrification? 
Sub-RQ3.c: What are the main pivots around which the habitus of Gentrifiers 
has been constructed over time? 
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2.2 Strategy of Research Methodology: a Qualitative, Case Study design 
Keeping in mind the study’s goals, the research strategy needed to support 
both collection of empirical data and documentation of Super-gentrification 
evolution and the understanding of its evolution. This strategy also had to 
result in a data repository sufficient to answer the three main research 
questions posed before. Two aspects characterize the research strategy: a 
qualitative, case study design. 
I concluded that a qualitative research approach would better oriented 
towards discovery, description, and understanding of a complex process and 
its meanings. Since that, this study is concerned with “what” and “how” 
questions, as we saw in the previous paragraph. In this light, the research 
design cannot be completely specified in advance of the fieldwork. Taking 
into account that this is an exploratory study, which requires flexibility and a 
constant process of inquiry, each data collection and analysis activity informs 
subsequent data collection and analysis activity. This is to say that I have 
constantly related back to the research design to assure knowledge synthesis 
in accordance to the research questions. Of course, a detailed description of 
the socioeconomic background, of the neighborhood context, of places, spaces, 
people and their interactions assist in understanding the Super-gentrification 
changing patterns evolution.  
Moreover, the research involves fieldwork and uses the researcher as the 
primary instrument of data collection and analysis. Through the direct and 
personal contact with the people involved in the setting of the phenomenon 
under study, in fact, the researcher directly gathers the data. They were 
collected through archival researches and the examination of documents and 
photographic evidences, in-depth interviews with key informants, community 
stakeholders, store-owners, residents and neighborhood users, participant 
observations in specific settings and in public spaces, and by the taking of 
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pictures, videos and hand-made sketches. More specifically, the research 
directed attention to how people make sense of their lives, how they interpret 
experiences, and which kind of perceptions, interpretations and values they 
have on the issue addressed.  
Using an ethnographic approach to gather the people’s own words and 
perceptions of how they understand, account for and act within the 
gentrification process, necessitated a prolonged and intense contact with the 
neighborhood’s community in its everyday situations. Numerous claims are 
made against qualitative research and ethnography in particular. They refer to 
the researcher bias that would represent anecdotes or personal impressions, or 
about the lack of reproducibility and generalizability. I will address all these 
criticisms in the section on Data Collection at paragraph 2.4.  
Finally, a qualitative approach is inductive “per se”. Through a variety of 
techniques it has not a set of testable hypotheses, but it identifies categories 
and patterns in the data. Indeed, this research makes no claims for 
generalizability about the process of Super-gentrification based on this 
investigation of a single case. 
In addition, a case study approach is useful when the empirical inquiry 
investigates a contemporary phenomenon “in depth and with in its real-life 
context, especially when the boundaries between phenomenon and context is 
not clearly evident.” (Yin 2009: 18). Moreover, a case study design enables the 
use of multiple methods for data collection and analysis. The primary sources 
in this study were documentary evidences, archival records, in-depth 
interviews, direct observations, participant observation, and physical artifacts 
(see Table 1 for a summary of the data sources and type of data collected). Yin 
(2009), argues that a single-case design is appropriated on the basis that the 
case is revelatory. A revelatory case is one for which there is a belief or 
assumption that the problems discovered in a particular case are common to 
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other cases as well. Since Super-gentrification has been experimentally 
studied only in London’s Barnsbury and in New York City’s neighborhood of 
Brooklyn Heights (Butler and Lees 2006; Lees 2000, 2003; Slater 2003), then 
there is basis that this research might shed light on problems common to other 
cases.  
It is, indeed, important to set what is to be considered part of the case study, 
as to say addressing a process of neighborhood change to specify the spatial, 
temporal, and logical bounding of the case. I chose to analyze the forty-years 
span of gentrification process in the neighborhood of Brooklyn’s Park Slope in 
New York City, United States. In the second Part of this work (Chapters 3, 4, 
and 5) I will provide a comprehensive explanation of what is considered both 
spatially and temporarily the neighborhood gentrification process that lasted 
forty years, and how I decided to collect data on that. Indeed, at this point, it 
is necessary to clarify the reasons that motivated me to choose Park Slope as a 
case study.  
First, in this study it was decided to consider only one case study, which 
could be an ideal example of the complex reality of urban gentrified areas still 
in redevelopment. Choosing a neighborhood located in the city of New York 
derives not only from the knowledge of the historical significance and the 
fundamental role played by this metropolis in the elaboration and 
implementation of an urban discourse (and numerous empirical studies that 
have analyzed the phenomenon of gentrification in areas of Manhattan, with 
both quantitative and qualitative methodology), but also from the conviction 
that, even today, it is one of the cities that has the strongest contradictions, 
which allows the most interesting experiments, and offers the richest material 
for further theoretical and empirical contribution. New York has a role 
nationally and internationally, is a global and corporate city, is one of the 
main financial hubs in the world with a large population density. The third 
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distinctive character of New York is its tremendous history of immigration, 
that contributes and is made up of many cultural varieties. "This variety of 
types, fields and backgrounds provides the fundamental reason of the city," 
says Cooper (1993:140). In addition to these important physical, economic and 
cultural features, the city of New York has begun to preserve its past, similar 
to European cities. In this process, the activism of a neighborhood community 
(which, for example, prefer to preserve the historic bricks buildings, called 
brownstones, as well as narrow streets and blocks) has become an integral 
part of the city. This process of abandonment, resettlement, and displacement 
that has been described in the literature as gentrification is likely to be the 
most powerful phenomenon in the city, making it, therefore, an exemplary 
case for the study of Super-Gentrification. 
Second, as we discussed in the theoretical introduction in Chapter 1, Super-
gentrification happens in a few select areas of global cities - like New York or 
London, for instance - that have become “the focus of intense investment and 
conspicuous consumption by a new generation of super-rich 'financiers' fed 
by fortunes from the global finance and corporate service industries.”  (Lees 
2003:2487). This process has contributed to the rise of Park Slope from one of 
the elite residential communities of Brooklyn to one of most desirable 
neighborhoods in the entire city, where gentrifiers today are significantly 
wealthier than gentrifiers in the past (Lees 2000, Slater 2003). 	  
Third, and to my mind most important, despite the process of gentrification in 
Park Slope as a well-known phenomenon, there is not an in-depth 
investigation on its evolution. At the beginning of the 1980s two doctoral 
students enrolled at the environmental psychology department of the City 
University of New York,  Francin Justa (1984) and Timothy O’Hanlon (1982), 
analyzed the very preliminary process of neighborhood change in Park Slope. 
Only at the end of the 1990s/beginning of the 2000s, Loretta Lees (2000) and 
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Tom Slater (2003) have analyzed the emergence of gentrification overflow in 
Park Slope, used especially as a comparative case study with London 
neighborhoods. However, at present time, there is not intensive field research 
on its overall process that spanned over forty years. 
Fourth, I had my first interaction with Park Slope in 2009 when, deciding to 
experience New York for a month, I bumped into a room for rent on Seventh 
Avenue and Ninth Street: the core of the Park Slope gentrification. At that 
time I did not even enrolled in a doctoral program. Everything happened just 
by chance. However, having some experiential knowledge, contacts, and 
points of reference gave me not only the opportunity to specify the research 
design, but also to efficiently plan my field access. 
2.3 Research Design 
The research strategy provided a framework for designing a systematic study 
that would address the study’s goals, objectives, and questions. The diagram 
proposed in Figure 1 summarizes chronologically the overall study design. It, 
finally, reflects the logical flow from the preliminary field explorations and the 
development of the initial conceptual model through the data collection and 
analysis, the refinement of the conceptual model, and the articulation of a set 
of working hypotheses. As it suggests, the data collection, data reduction, and 
data synthesis, and their iterative process, were the central part of the 
research. 
As I am going to clarify in the following sections, this project utilizes an 
ethnographic case study design. All the data has been collected from the end 
of January 2011 to the end of September 2012, deriving from hundreds of 
hours of ethnographic activities in the neighborhood, archival research on 
census data sets as well as in newspapers, local websites and blogs, and a set 
of audio-visual data (photographs and movies taken by the author). 
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Figure 1, Research Design Diagram. 
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As I will address in the following sections, the ethnographic data collection 
method was composed of different techniques: in the private places of the 
Park Slope Food Co-op and a martial arts studio as co-performer, while in the 
public space of a Community Garden as participant observer. I was also 
serving as a safe walker in a community organization named Safe Slope which 
offers to escort female and LGBTQ-identified people who are coming home 
late at night or attending civic meetings in the neighborhood. Such selection of 
information-rich research settings occurred sometimes prior to determining 
the researcher’s contacts and the interviewees, and sometimes as a 
consequence. Among all, my expectation of finding suitable sites to conduct 
the field work waned from the selection of ideal types9 of various socio-
cultural neighborhood contexts.  
Additionally, in-depth interviews (sixty-seven) were chosen as the best 
method for examining residents’ perception in a systematic and detailed way. 
This design has given me not only the opportunity to study the micro-politics 
of a place intensely populated by newcomers/gentrifiers, but also it has 
opened a window into the social core values and morals of long-term 
residents who – despite different socioeconomic backgrounds – have built up 
the neighborhood community since the beginning of the 1970s. 
In the following sub-paragraphs I am presenting the four phases which 
characterized the overall process of research design, from the preliminary 
exploration and knowledge of the neighborhood under study to the data 
gathering to the analysis, and eventually the final report.  
  
                                                
9	  The	  ideal	  types	  concept	  comes	  from	  Weber	  (1904),	  The	  Protestant	  Ethic	  and	  the	  Spirit	  of	  Capitalism,	  
T.	  Parsons	  (trans.),	  A.	  Giddens	  (introd.),	  London:	  Routledge.	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2.3.1 Forming: January to April 2011 
I have lived in the neighborhood under study (Brooklyn’s Park Slope) for 
twenty months, since the end of January 2011. The first two months, while I 
was waiting to complete the application for the J1 Visa (which would have 
provided me the legal status to perform research in the United States) I rented 
a room in the northwest part of the neighborhood, on Fifth Avenue between 
Fifth and Forth Street. Due to the high cost of that accommodation - I paid for 
the room and the utilities about 1,150 dollars per month, discovering later that 
it was a subletting kind of illegal agreement while the official leaser was living 
in Norway, and also to a mentally unstable woman in her early forties who 
was my roommate at that time, I started immediately looking for another 
place.   
At the same time I had my first source of access to the field trough the local 
karate gym. In fact, as a black belt karate student, the Brooklyn dojo allowed 
me to set out a sort of explorative model of this community. So, I began 
building my network of contacts through these immediate practitioners and 
gatekeepers, and through them I met residents from various parts of the 
neighborhood.  
In that two months there was what it was defined as the hardest winter of the 
last ten years in New York, which gave me the opportunity to have 
preliminary observations into indoor community spaces, like bars and 
restaurants, but also food markets, general stores, public offices, the local 
library and so on. In so doing, I have completed the discovering/geographical 
analysis of the neighborhood, mapping its architectural variety and doing the 
census of all the shops and stores of the zone still under the gentrification 
process (in order to understand at the end of my stay the changes). 
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2.3.2 Storming: May to August 2011 
Fortunately in April 2011 I got, through the Calandra Institute at the City 
University of New York affiliation, the U.S. Visa and eventually I found 
another room for rent in the southwest part of Park Slope on Twelfth Street 
right next to the south corner of Fifth Avenue, over the symbolic border of 
Ninth Street: the transition zone. The rent there was cheaper (about 800 
dollars) because I had the chance to share an unfurnished three bedroom 
apartment in the cheapest area of the neighborhood with two other 
roommates (an American/Korean woman in her late twenties and, after some 
changes with an Austrian guy and an American guy with two crazy wild cats, 
we finally found the “perfect” third roommate: an Afro/American woman 
about our same age). However, moving from one place to another has not 
given me only troubles. Looking at this experience now, I can say that I was 
able to touch first-handedly two different “worlds” of the neighborhood: the 
gentrified northern part of Fifth avenue with all its fancy bars, restaurants and 
stores, and the still-in-transition southern part with Chinese housewares 
stores, working class bars, tire shops, Greek diners and Sicilian bakeries.  
Indeed, through initial researches on community associations and institutions 
of the neighborhood I found the existence of the Park Slope Food Coop 
(PSFC), a food cooperative famous across the U.S. because it is one of the 
oldest and largest active American ones. Eventually I become part of it as a 
volunteer member and I have been doing co-performance activities while 
working, or participant observation while shopping at the market or 
shadowing customers’ activities and talks. 
2.3.3 Norming: September to December 2011 
This phase was characterized by the neighborhood network performance. 
After about six months in the field, in fact, I was able to build up a group of 
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local contacts with whom I could work on the understanding of the most 
representative neighborhood’s social groups. 
Moreover, not completely satisfied of my two observational settings (the 
karate dojo and the food coop), I have started serving as a safe walker in a 
local organization named Safe Slope, attending also their civic meetings in the 
neighborhood . Then, I was constantly engaging in the neighborhood life by 
actively observing and participating in the everyday life in many different 
places and spaces (Laundromats, bars, diners, Italian pizzerias, hamburger 
restaurants, hairdressers and beauty salons, and many others both in the 
northern as well as in the southern part), in particular along the 
physical/symbolic border of Ninth Street. Beyond the ethnographic 
observations, at the end of the third phase I started some in-depth interviews, 
especially with some key informants and gatekeepers who had an important 
role on the ethnographic study. 
Lastly, before coming back to Italy for the Christmas break in December 2011, 
I have prepared the first outline of my thesis in order to discuss it with my 
Italian supervisor at Trento University. Most importantly I drew a preliminary 
understanding of the historical process of the whole 40-year span of 
gentrification in the neighborhood, a fundamental step. Firstly to close a sort 
of literature circle around this phenomenon in the neighborhood under study 
and, secondly, to move to the last step of data gathering with a revised (and 
more focused) research conceptual model.  
2.3.4 Performing: January to September 2012 
The first four months of the year 2012 were focused on the completion of the 
interviews process. Among the subjects were residents and non-residents who 
work or use the neighborhood, privileged witnesses and local politicians. The 
interviewees were selected to represent the diversity of the community, racial 
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or ethnic background, and occupation. The interviews lasted on average of 
about 90 minutes, and they were digitally recorded and transcribed for 
analysis. In addition to my face-to-face interactions with the neighborhood 
people, I was also regularly visiting the online association blogs to observe the 
interactions among residents, dealers, politicians, users and the types of issues 
that are discussed at the board.  
Through my neighborhood network I also discovered the 6/15 Green 
Community Garden (located in the transition zone) and its members, and I 
began doing participant observations while creating new neighborhood 
connections. It turned out that two founder members took me and my 
research in such a great consideration to provide not only new contacts to 
interview but a real and helpful support during the last ten months of field 
activity. 
Moreover, while I was transcribing the interviews, I started to trace some 
preliminary understandings of the research drawing from the hypotheses 
verification of the project. In doing so, I have delineated four main empirical 
topics. Two of them were presented in a seminar and two conferences, the 
other two as working papers. 
Finally, the last two months of my staying in Park Slope, I had the chance to 
live in the brownstone of one of my local contacts in the neighborhood, 
having the opportunity to experience and observe what is so called the “Gold 
Coast,” the historic part across Prospect Park West Avenue, where the old 
pioneer gentrifiers or the newcomer yuppies usually live. 
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To give the geographical sense of both the three different homes I have lived 
in (the first on the fancy central Fifth Avenue, the second - where I lived for 
most of the research period - on the cheapest/still in transition South Slope 
and the third on the Gold Coast across Prospect Park) and the three main 
observation settings (the martial arts studio, the food cooperative and the 
community garden) see the map of the neighborhood presented in Figure 2.  
 
Figure 2, Map of the neighborhood of Park Slope, Brooklyn. Georeferencing the 
researcher homes and observation settings. 
2.4 Sources of Data and Data Collection Activities 
This research used three techniques to collect data: 1) documentary evidence; 
2) in-depth interviews with residents, dealers and experts or stakeholders 
related with the neighborhood under study; 3) participant observation in the 
neighborhood. Moreover, Yin (2009) identified six primary sources of 
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evidence for case study research. The use of each of these might require 
different skills from the researcher. Not all sources are essential in every case 
study, but the importance of multiple sources of data to the reliability of the 
study is well established (Denzin and Lincoln 2000; Jick 1979; Pettigrew 1990; 
Stake 1995; Yin 2009). Accordingly, this research utilizes six different sources 
of evidence: documentation, archival records, interviews, direct observations, 
participant observation, and physical artifacts. No single source has a 
complete advantage over the others; rather, they might be complementary 
and could be used in tandem. Thus a case study should use as many sources 
as are relevant to the study.  
In the following section, the procedure for data collection is presented 
including a description of each of the methods used and discussions of the 
relevance of the chosen methods in relation to the philosophical background 
presented above. Table 1 indicates, in particular, the strengths and 
weaknesses of each type. 
The methodological appendix discusses more in depth the data collected; 
however, to give an indication of the mass of data produced in the field 
research the following summarizes the result. 
Documentary Evidence: nearly 400 primary source documents from different 
repositories of records: newspaper articles, local websites and blogs, historic 
gazette or community institution magazines, policy and official documents, 
sets of audio-visual data. Most of these were summarized and analyzed. Some 
documentary evidence was available in electronic format, others – like 
gazette, photographs, etc. – were scanned and archived. The result comprised 
nearly 650 pages and 120 photographs. 
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In-depth Interviews: different categories of interviewees - residents, 
neighborhood users, storeowners, stakeholders, politicians and experts - were 
involved, reaching a total number of sixty-seven. Typical interviews lasted 
approximately 90 minutes and resulted in transcripts averaging 25 single-
spaced pages (nearly 1,650 pages of interview data). The final interviewees’ 
matrix with their basic socio-demographic data is provided in appendix. 
However, a preliminary understanding of the networks from where they were 
selected is presented in Figure 3.  
 
Figure 3, Researcher Network of contacts and interviewees (with an indication of 
their role, interviewee number, the name that will appear in the empirical report, the 
place/observational setting they belong to, and its neighborhood’s geographic 
reference). 
Participant Observation: recorded approximately 700 pages of field notes and 
researcher diary (if not entirely digitally transcribed, at least they were 
scanned from various kinds of papers like restaurant menus, notebooks, 
flyers, etc.) and 7,400 photographs and video-clips. 
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I estimate the data collection resulted in approximately 3,000 pages of textual 
data and 7,500 files of visual data that served as the foundation for answering 
the study’s research questions. 
The multi-method approach for the study’s data was to maximize the range of 
information available to the researcher, improve the trustworthiness of the 
data, and provide a basis for triangulation between data sources. In fact, 
triangulation serves to corroborate the data gathered. Each data source and 
technique had particular advantages and disadvantages and, by using a 
combination of sources and techniques, those inadequacies of one source or 
technique was supplemented with the advantages of another source or 
technique. The combination of data sources also provided a mechanism to 
gain different perspectives on the evolution of Super-gentrification. 
If at the outset, I was optimistic about adequately addressing last 
gentrification changes in the neighborhood under study, as I went deeper into 
data collection and analysis, the more complex and detailed the whole 40-year 
process of gentrification appeared. The preliminary conceptual model served 
as a framework for bounding the object of study, yet the intersection of 
gentrification evolution with so many other activities and events made the 
boundary of the case increasingly permeable. The empirical part of this work 
was a constant exercise to refine what was relevant to document and what 
needed to be merely mentioned or entirely omitted.  
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Table 1, Type and utility of data from each data collection activity. 
 
DATA	  SOURCE	  	   Type	  of	  Data	  collected	   Purpose	  of	  Data	  &	  
Research	  Questions	  
Strengths	  &	  Weaknesses	  
Documentation	  
WRITTEN	  AND	  
VISUAL	  
DOCUMENTS	  
Newspapers	  articles,	  
local	  websites	  and	  
blogs,	  historic	  gazette	  
or	  community	  
institution	  magazines.	  
Policy	  documents,	  
official	  documents.	  
Set	  of	  audio-­‐visual	  data	  
(historic	  photographs	  
and	  videos	  given	  by	  
residents).	  
RQ1-­‐RQ2.	  Assisted	  in	  
discovering	  activities,	  
entities,	  processes	  and	  
forces,	  and	  the	  
contexts	  that	  
influenced,	  enabled,	  or	  
constrained	  the	  
evolution	  of	  Super-­‐
gentrification	  in	  the	  
field	  research.	  
	  
Stable	  –	  can	  be	  reviewed	  
repeatedly	  	  
Unobtrusive	  –	  not	  
created	  as	  a	  result	  of	  the	  
case	  study.	  
Exact	  –	  contains	  exact	  
names,	  references,	  and	  
details	  of	  an	  event.	  
Broad	  coverage	  –	  long	  
span	  of	  time,	  many	  
events,	  and	  many	  
settings.	  
Retrievability	  –	  can	  be	  
difficult	  to	  find	  
Biased	  selectivity	  ,	  if	  
collection	  is	  incomplete.	  
Reporting	  bias	  –	  reflects	  
(unknown)	  bias	  of	  
author.	  
Access	  -­‐	  may	  be	  
deliberately	  withheld.	  
Archival	  
Records	  
DATASETS	  
U.S.	  Bureau	  of	  the	  
Census	  data;	  the	  State	  
of	  New	  York	  City’s	  
Housing	  and	  
Neighborhoods	  2011	  
report.	  
RQ1.	  Provided	  official	  
accounts	  of	  the	  
population	  shift	  and	  
changes	  in	  the	  housing	  
market	  of	  the	  
neighborhood	  under	  
study.	  
Corroborated	  data	  
gathered	  from	  other	  
sources.	  
[Same	  as	  those	  for	  
documentation]	  
Precise	  and	  usually	  
quantitative.	  
[Same	  as	  those	  for	  
documentation]	  
Accessibility	  due	  to	  
privacy	  reasons.	  
Interviews	  
DIGITAL	  VOICE	  
RECORDING	  
(VERBATIM	  
TRANSCRIPTS)	  
Sixty-­‐seven	  in-­‐depth	  
interviews	  conducted	  
to	  key	  informants,	  
community	  
stakeholders,	  store-­‐
owners,	  residents	  and	  
neighborhood	  users.	  
RQ1-­‐	  RQ2.	  Provided	  
participants’	  own	  
words,	  their	  
interpretation	  and	  
understanding	  of	  
problems	  and	  issues	  
related	  to	  the	  constant	  
process	  of	  
neighborhood	  change.	  
Corroborated	  data	  
gathered	  from	  other	  
sources.	  
Targeted	  -­‐	  focuses	  
directly	  on	  case	  study	  
topics.	  
Insightful	  -­‐	  provides	  
perceived	  causal	  
inferences	  and	  
explanations.	  
Bias	  due	  to	  poorly	  
articulated	  questions.	  	  
Response	  bias	  	  
Inaccuracies	  due	  to	  poor	  
recall.	  
Reflexivity	  -­‐	  interviewee	  
gives	  what	  interviewer	  
wants	  to	  hear.	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DATA	  SOURCE	  	   Type	  of	  Data	  collected	   Purpose	  of	  Data	  &	  
Research	  Questions	  
Strengths	  &	  Weaknesses	  
Direct	  
Observations	  
FIELD	  NOTES,	  
RESEARCHER	  
JOURNAL,	  
PHOTOGRAPHS,	  
VIDEOS,	  SKETCHES	  
At	  the	  neighborhood’s	  
public	  space,	  during	  
civic	  meetings	  or	  other	  
major	  neighborhood	  
events.	  
Set	  of	  audio-­‐visual	  data	  
directly	  taken	  by	  the	  
author	  (who	  also	  
collected	  hand-­‐made	  
sketches	  from	  public	  
spaces).	  
	  
RQ3.	  Assisted	  in	  
discovering	  activities,	  
entities,	  processes	  and	  
current	  trends	  to	  build	  
up	  the	  “big	  picture”	  of	  
the	  40	  years	  span	  of	  
Super-­‐gentrification	  in	  
the	  field	  research.	  
Assisted	  in	  collecting	  
descriptive	  details	  
about	  current	  
gentrification	  
evolution.	  
Corroborated	  data	  
gathered	  from	  other	  
sources.	  
Reality	  -­‐	  covers	  events	  in	  
real	  time	  	  
Contextual	  -­‐	  covers	  
context	  of	  “case”.	  
Time-­‐consuming.	  
Selectivity	  –	  broad	  
coverage	  difficult	  
without	  a	  team	  of	  
observers.	  
Reflexivity	  –	  event	  may	  
proceed	  differently	  
because	  it	  is	  being	  
observed.	  
Cost	  –	  hours	  needed	  by	  
human	  observers.	  
Participant	  
Observation	  
FIELD	  NOTES,	  
RESEARCHER	  
JOURNAL	  
Participant	  
observations	  
performed	  at	  the	  
Community	  Garden,	  
and	  as	  a	  safe	  walker	  in	  
a	  community	  
organization	  named	  
Safe	  Slope.	  
Shadowing	  Park	  Slope	  
Food	  Coop	  customers’	  
activities	  and	  talks.	  
Co-­‐performance	  
activities	  conducted	  at	  
the	  Park	  Slope	  Food	  
Coop,	  and	  at	  the	  
martial	  arts	  studio.	  
RQ2-­‐	  RQ3.	  Provided	  
the	  engagement	  of	  the	  
researcher	  in	  the	  
natural	  context	  of	  the	  
people,	  places	  and	  
practices	  involved	  in	  
the	  phenomenon	  
under	  study.	  
Assisted	  in	  interpret	  
and	  understand	  data	  
collected	  in	  the	  in-­‐
depth	  interviews.	  
Corroborated	  data	  
gathered	  from	  other	  
sources.	  
[Same	  as	  above	  for	  
direct	  observations]	  
Insightful	  into	  
interpersonal	  behavior	  
and	  motives.	  
[Same	  as	  above	  for	  
direct	  observations]	  
Bias	  due	  to	  participant-­‐
observer's	  manipulation	  
of	  events	  
Physical	  
Artifacts	  
Instrumental,	  
aesthetic,	  and	  symbolic	  
objects	  and	  signs.	  
RQ3.	  Assisted	  in	  
collecting	  details	  about	  
people’s	  practices.	  
Enhanced	  the	  reflexive	  
process	  of	  the	  
researcher,	  especially	  
while	  constantly	  
revising	  the	  conceptual	  
research	  model.	  
Corroborated	  data	  
gathered	  from	  other	  
sources.	  
Insightful	  into	  cultural	  
features.	  
Insightful	  into	  technical	  
operations.	  	  
Selectivity	  	  
Availability	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2.5 Unit of Analyses 
This project takes into account different units of analyses at the neighborhood 
level: individuals, social groups, community organizations and institutions, 
social artifacts, and social interactions. The choice is not merely a 
methodological issue but also a theoretical one. As I will better explain in the 
second Part of this work, I assumed that socio-cultural boundaries within 
social groups are the outcome of the interaction between individuals, the 
neighborhood environment (its morphology, architecture characteristics, 
public spaces, and atmosphere), and community institutions. 
2.6 Organization of the Data  
In Table 2, data are categorized as they were used to answer each research 
question. In the chapters that follow, the discussion of results will be 
organized according to this organization. 
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Table 2, Organization of the Data Analysis Framework. 
RESEARCH	  QUESTION	   ORGANIZATION	  OF	  DATA	  
RQ1:	  What	  are	  the	  changing	  patterns	  of	  Super-­‐gentrification?	  
Sub-­‐RQ1.a:	  How	  Super-­‐gentrification	  evolves	  
throughout	  the	  time	  and	  which	  kinds	  of	  
impacts	  it	  has?	  
CHAPTERS	  3-­‐4-­‐5.	  	  
The	  larger	  political	  and	  economic	  context	  of	  New	  
York	  City	  and	  Park	  Slope	  in	  historical	  perspective.	  
Government	  intervention	  in	  housing,	  policies,	  
programs.	  
Sub-­‐RQ1.b:	  Looking	  at	  the	  impact,	  what	  kind	  
of	  relationship	  comes	  about	  between	  a	  
changing	  neighborhood	  and	  its	  inhabitants?	  
CHAPTER	  5.	  Small	  housing	  and	  a	  mix	  of	  tenants	  and	  
landlords.	  	  
CHAPTER	  6.	  The	  way	  Super-­‐gentrification	  evolves.	  	  
Sub-­‐RQ1.c:	  Looking	  at	  the	  evolution,	  what	  
are	  the	  implications	  of	  the	  shift	  in	  the	  
neighborhood	  population	  due	  to	  the	  
different	  waves	  of	  gentrification?	  
CHAPTER	  5.	  Spanning	  Forty-­‐years	  of	  Housing	  and	  
Population	  Statistics.	  	  
CHAPTER	  7.	  The	  Commodification	  of	  Gentrification	  
Aesthetics.	  
RQ2:	  How	  do	  Gentrifiers,	  as	  a	  social	  group,	  evolve	  over	  time?	  
Sub-­‐RQ2.a:	  How	  do	  Gentrifiers	  emerge,	  
develop,	  grow	  or	  terminate	  over	  place	  (at	  the	  
neighborhood	  level)	  and	  time?	  
CHAPTER	  3.	  Conditions	  leading	  to	  gentrification.	  
CHAPTER	  4.	  Analysis	  of	  community	  institutions.	  
CHAPTER	  5.	  Four	  Rolling	  Waves	  of	  Gentrification.	  
Sub-­‐RQ2.b:	  How	  can	  we	  analyze	  different	  
waves	  of	  Gentrifiers	  	  over	  time?	  
CHAPTER	  5.	  Stages	  of	  Changes	  in	  Park	  Slope,	  1973	  
to	  2013.	  
Sub-­‐RQ2.c:	  How	  is	  the	  distinctive	  way	  in	  
which	  Gentrifiers	  exert	  power,	  construct	  
diverse	  meanings	  and	  enact	  sociality	  across	  
time?	  
CHAPTER	  7.	  The	  Commodification	  of	  Gentrification	  
Aesthetics.	  
CHAPTER	  8.	  The	  Gentrifiers’	  Moral	  Order.	  
CONCLUSIONS.	  The	  Gentrification	  of	  Sensibilities:	  
Aesthetics,	  Pleasure,	  and	  Power.	  
RQ3:	  Do	  different	  waves	  of	  Gentrifiers,	  with	  their	  different	  urban	  cultures	  and	  lifestyles,	  produce	  
the	  change	  of	  Super-­‐gentrification	  over	  time?	  
Sub-­‐RQ3.a:	  How	  do	  different	  waves	  of	  
Gentrifiers	  legitimize	  their	  practices	  of	  
distinction,	  group’s	  internal	  codes,	  and	  other	  
aesthetics	  displays	  of	  cultured	  consumption	  
in	  housing	  and	  leisure?	  
CHAPTER	  7.	  Aesthetic	  Displays	  of	  Cultured	  
Consumption	  in	  Housing	  and	  Leisure.	  	  
	  
Sub-­‐RQ3.b:	  How	  do	  community	  values	  and	  
morals,	  and	  ways	  of	  living	  (lifestyles)	  produce	  
changes	  	  in	  Super-­‐gentrification?	  
CHAPTER	  8.	  	  
Seeking	  Community	  and	  Performing	  Diversity	  at	  
the	  Food	  Coop.	  
Gentrification,	  Community	  Gardens	  and	  Local	  Civic	  
Pride.	  
	  
Sub-­‐RQ3.c:	  What	  are	  the	  main	  pivots	  around	  
which	  the	  habitus	  of	  Gentrifiers	  has	  been	  
constructed	  over	  time?	  
CONCLUSIONS	  and	  POLICIES	  RECOMMENDATIONS.	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Conclusions 
 
Generating a large and comparable qualitative data set on the emergence of 
community institutions that represent neighborhood constituencies and to 
link them on the evolutionary pattern of gentrifiers’ values and morals as 
reflected in housing choices and lifestyle practices with respect to the 
evolution of a Super-gentrification process is the most important aim of this 
study. This data set will constitute the base for inductive theorizing, taking a 
grounded theory approach. Therefore, propositions will be formulated and 
tested in the course of the empirical fieldwork, and not at the outset of 
research. Hypothesis testing is not the aim of this study. 
This study will contribute significantly to enriching the empirical record about 
Super-gentrified neighborhoods, especially where different waves of 
gentrification can be correlated with different typologies of Gentrifiers, to 
avoid the taking place of debates in the absence of a significant knowledge 
base. This research aims to correct that by using a much more precise 
methodology for collecting the data, and relying on ethnographic practice for 
the qualitative ones. From a theoretical point of view the study aims to bridge 
debates across literatures in multiple disciplines from the production and the 
meaning of community institutions to urban studies to consumption practices. 
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PART TWO LIKE A SEDIMENTARY ROCK  
Spatio-Temporal Configuration of Neighborhood 
Change 
 
 
 
Summary 
Most time lines concentrate on major political, economic, and social 
milestones. But since Park Slope is an emblematic case of decades-long 
gentrification, this time line reflects that difference. What I will present here is 
the socio-spatial background of the research site accordingly to the whole 
gentrification process of change. 
In this work, I understand the changing patterns of gentrification in Park 
Slope are by-product of the interaction between the unique physical and social 
characteristics of the community and the structural changes within New York 
City. They are, indeed, constituted by the historically situated lives, actions 
and experiences of persons and groups spread around its territory. Here 
interaction poses emphasis on relationality, as “the reciprocal relations 
between different groups, objects, sentiments, and ideas, as central to urban 
theory” (Savage 2013:517) and makes Bourdieu’s field analysis (1993) so 
influential. Using a metaphor, as Deleuze and Guattari explain, 
in a geological stratum, for example, the first articulation is the process of 
“sedimentation,” which deposits units of cyclic sediment according to a 
statistical order: flysch, with its succession of sandstone and schist. The 
second articulation is the “folding” that sets up a stable functional 
structure and effects the passage from sediment to sedimentary rock. It is 
clear that the distinction between the two articulation is not between 
substances and forms. Substances are nothing other than formed matters. 
Forms imply a code, modes of coding and decoding. Substances as 
formed matters refer to territorialities and degree of territorialization and 
deterritorialization. But each articulation has a code and a territoriality; 
therefore each possesses both form and substance (1987:41) 
For now, all I can say is that like a sedimentary rock, over time layer after 
layer of little pieces of “eroded earth” has been “deposited” on Park Slope 
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though the process of neighborhood change. I would then try to “expose to 
the surface” each rock layer, to provide evidence of the code and the 
territoriality of this evolution through time. 
I will address: a) the geography of places (the physical description of 
neighborhood’s borders and streetscapes, its architectural significance, and 
the analysis of its housing stock and some discourses about Brooklyn 
“brownstoning”); b) the geography of people (a primary description of people 
who live and use the neighborhood, in terms of race, provenience, class, level 
of education- partly considering also their gender/sexual orientation); c) the 
geography of local institutions (by presenting the most significant community 
institutions, non-profit organizations, and local associations); d) the geography 
of policies (and the aggregate effect of City/Region policies and local policies 
on renting and housing in the neighborhood), together with some visual 
evidences (photographs) in historical perspective.  
The reason to give the introductory presentation of the research field trough a 
time framework lies in the spatio-temporal configuration of the forty year 
span process of gentrification in the urban space of Brooklyn’s Park Slope 
(1970s-2010s). The purpose of this part, in fact, is twofold. First, it is an 
attempt to place local processes of neighborhood change within a broader 
context that includes: 1) the changing role of post-industrial cities within the 
American economy; 2) processes of government/local institution 
interventions in the neighborhood housing market; and 3) practices of 
housing renovation and co-op/apartment conversions. Second, it is an 
attempt to understand structural and dynamic relationships between the 
process of gentrification and both, social groups and community institutions 
that mediate those changes over time. The task was, then, divided in three 
sections. In Chapter 3, I have elaborated the background history and the 
urban form context within which both the neighborhood’s population and 
their community institutions would emerge later on. In Chapter 4, I described 
the emergence and the evolution of groups and organizations attempting to 
relate the upper-income resettlement to the broader context of a decades’ long 
process of gentrification. In so doing, I have traced the historical development 
of Park Slope and described the great contrasts in income, occupational status, 
minority concentration, and housing which little by little emerged over time 
between the wealthier, white, incoming professionals whom previously lived 
in the northeast section of the neighborhood and the poorer, minority, blue-
collar workers of the southwest part. In Chapter 5 I will, then, report a forty 
year span of demographic and housing-market shifts with the aim to analyze 
and discuss ethno/racial, income, occupational, and housing-cost differences. 
Interestingly, as the geographical boundaries within which gentrification was 
taking place expanded and groups representing different interests emerged. 
As I will explain in the following paragraphs, four waves of gentrification 
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showed up across the time and tended to concentrate in four different 
neighborhood areas. In fact, as the process of gentrification expanded, the 
incoming groups formed parallel boundary shifts in the area of expansion. 
The evolution of community organizations proved to be a complex process, 
which  on one hand emphasized communal values, on the other it strained 
clashes between groups. Above all, the evolution of groups over time was 
affected in various ways by abandonment, resettlement, and displacement as 
a result of accelerating process of gentrification. Indeed, by identifying four 
different waves of gentrification in Park Slope – which occurred into four 
different geographical areas – and comparing socio-demographic and housing 
characteristics of residents, overtime I have found the evolution of the 
expansion of professional classes from the northeast housing market to 
bordering areas or southwest. 
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3. The Study Area.                                      
Urban Forms and Social Context in 
Historical Perspective 
 
Summary 
The setting of the research comes from the New York urban scenery, and 
more specifically, from Park Slope, a neighborhood in southwestern Brooklyn.  
In the late 1800s Park Slope became a magnet for Brooklyn’s well-to-do, a 
retract for those who wished to live lavishly as well as in close proximity to 
Brooklyn’s lovely historic landmarks, the green expanse of Prospect Park, and 
quick commuter routes to Manhattan. Magnificent mansions were built 
during the late 1800s on Prospect Park West from Grand Army Plaza to First 
Street and some of them still exist. After World War II, due to the 
suburbanization of U.S. cities, wealthier Park Slope residents moved to the 
suburbs bringing real estate values down enough for a movement of low 
income residents into North Slope.  
Some of the luxurious brownstones were turned into rooming houses and 
later demolished for new apartment buildings. Other buildings were 
abandoned. The start of a several-decades-long turnaround began in the 1960s 
when visionary residents, among them Evelyn and Everett Ortner, moved 
into the neighborhood. The Ortners, who purchased an 1886 brownstone on 
Berkeley Place in 1963, became famous as two of the neighborhood's strongest 
advocates, encouraging friends to move there and campaigning against the 
kind of mortgage redlining they had experienced when moving into a 
"declining" area.  
Accordingly to Jackson, “the appeal of today’s Park Slope lies in its people as 
well as its place” (2004:165–171). Within its blocks of beautiful brownstones, 
Park Slope is home to a diverse and ever-changing community of residents 
who cherish the neighborhood’s unique history and architecture.  
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3.1 Setting a New York City neighborhood. 
This research project is based on a longitudinal case study of a neighborhood 
community in New York City. As I have already discussed in the theoretical 
introduction, a neighborhood can be understood as a dynamic space, 
characterized simultaneously by change and stability, because of an 
interwoven set of social, political, organizational, cultural, and physical 
constraints and opportunities which constitute its fabric. An urban setting is 
open to change,  
is not a closed system; its boundaries are not fixed in space or time. (An) 
institutional setting may have well defined physical limits, but its 
organization, the activities that go on it, when they begin and end, and 
the number of people involved, and, therefore, even its properties as a 
physical setting will be influenced by and it turn influence the larger 
more encompassing and interlocking physical and social system of 
which is part” (Ittelson et al. 1974:91). 
The space of a neighborhood can be understood as an inclusive environment 
though, in which it is fundamental to consider the process whose 
participating components define and are defined by the nature of the inter-
relationships among them at any given moment and over time. Moreover, if a 
neighborhood is a dynamic space in its organization, it also possesses an 
historical dimension to take into account. To understand patterns of 
neighborhood change it is then central to consider the sequence and 
interaction of a succession of events that shape the neighborhood over time. 
Furthermore, addressing patterns of change in an urban community means 
also to relate the process at the city-wide level, since a “residential community 
in a large city is an artifact of the process of change within the city” (O’Hanlon 
1982:viii). In particular, changes in the context of New York City, will be 
examined as they manifest themselves in the local housing market and other 
institutions. In turn, these changes will be analyzed as they affect the 
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neighborhood’s internal change, its impact on residents and community 
groups. 
The setting of the case study comes from the New York urban scenery, and 
more specifically, from Park Slope, a neighborhood in southwestern Brooklyn, 
roughly bounded by Prospect Park West to the east, Fourth Avenue to the 
west, Flatbush Avenue to the north, and Fifteenth Street to the south. (See at 
the end of the Chapter the geographic information of the study area reported 
in Plate I). Park Slope is separated from Manhattan by the East River. Its 
eastern border rises to an elevation of approximately 180 feet on the crest of a 
terminal morain which is the current site of Prospect Park. To the west, it 
slopes downward from the Park to the sea level at the Gowanus Canal, which 
was the site of a salt water marsh. Only three miles to north there is the super-
gentrified (Lees 2003) neighborhood of Brooklyn Heights and one mile further 
lie City Hall and Wall Street within the Financial District. 
The character of the neighborhood of Park Slope was achieved by the 
establishing of a unique architecture that features charming Victorian 
brownstones, townhouses and apartments, as well as the aesthetically 
pleasing public places and vistas like the monumental Grand Army Plaza or 
the named streets on its north. Identifiable landmarks and focal points are 
connected to the 526-acres of Prospect Park, which offers recreational areas, a 
zoo, a bandstand, ponds, a lagoon and picnic grounds. Nearby are the 
Brooklyn Museum and the Brooklyn Botanic Garden. Other key elements of 
place-making include: two lively commercial avenues (the Fifth and the 
Seventh), the nation’s largest member-owned and operated food co-op, five 
subway stops and two bus routes and some activist community projects, like 
restoring bluestone sidewalks, hosting the first citywide household 
hazardous-waste collection day, and an intensive recycling program.  
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Seventh and Fifth Avenues are its primary commercial streets, while its east-
west side streets are populated by many historic brownstones. Park Slope 
features historic buildings, top-rated restaurants, bars, and shops, as well as 
proximity to Prospect Park, the Brooklyn Academy of Music, the Brooklyn 
Botanic Garden, the Brooklyn Museum, the Brooklyn Conservatory of Music, 
and the Central Library (as well as the Park Slope branch) of the Brooklyn 
Public Library system. This contributes to a stimulating cultural scene and a 
family-friendly ambiance.  
Moreover, Park Slope is considered one of New York City's most desirable 
neighborhoods. In fact, in 2007 it was selected as “one of ten Great 
Neighborhoods in America” by the American Planning Association, "for its 
architectural and historical features and its diverse mix of residents and 
businesses, all of which are supported and preserved by its active and 
involved citizenry”10 and in 2010, it was ranked number one in New York by 
New York Magazine citing “its quality public schools, dining, nightlife, 
shopping, access to public transit, green space, quality housing, safety, and 
creative capital, among other aspects”11. 
However, Park Slope was not exactly that kind of successful neighborhood as 
it is known, enjoyed and represented nowadays. It grew as Brooklyn did, 
from a sleepy string of farm villages into a “bustling, teeming place that large 
in the nation’s imagination” (Robbins and Palitz 2001:7). 
3.1.1 Park Slope: a name, a place, and a community 
Named for its proximity to Prospect Park and its location on land “which 
gradually elevates from the low-lying meadows of Gowanus to the highlands 
                                                
10	  Source:	  “Park	  Slope	  Brooklyn,	  New	  York",	  article	  published	  on	  the	  website	  of	  the	  American	  Planning	  
Association	  -­‐	  Accessed	  on	  December	  17th,	  2011.	  
11	  Source:	  "The	  Most	  Livable	  Neighborhoods	  in	  New	  York",	  article	  by	  Nate	  Silver	  published	  on	  The	  New	  
York	  Magazine	  –	  April	  11,	  2010.	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of the park” (Merlis, Rosenzweig, and Miller 1999:5), Park Slope is a name, a 
place, and a community, each telling of a distinctive part of Brooklyn, New 
York City's most populous borough. 
As a name, it is evocative of shady tree-lined streets whose rows and rows of 
brownstones slope up to broad avenues parallel with Olmstead and Vaux’s 
other masterpiece – Prospect Park. As a place it holds the historic site of the 
Old Stone House which was the central location of a clash between the 
mercenaries of the British Empire and the united rebels of the newly-declared 
republic of The United States of America. As a community, it evolved from 
the hunting grounds of Native American Lenni Lenape clans and the farms of 
Dutch colonial homesteaders to an elegant neighborhood of brownstones and 
community institutions becoming part of a great urban spread with its 
declines and its upswings in its popularity and its development (Merlis et al. 
1999:3). 
Physically, Park Slope was a wild upland and a swampy meadow. In fact, it is 
part of the Harbor Hill Terminal Moraine of the Wisconsin Glacial Ice Sheet 
that covered most of Canada and the northern United States. When the 
glaciers melted over 10,000 years ago, it left hills that became hunting ground 
for the Native Americans, and then for Dutch and French trappers. Later on, 
British farmers cut down the trees to plant their grain crops, and so farmers 
from Netherlands, Germany, and Scandinavian countries did. For the purpose 
of this study – as I will better explain later – I consider the physical 
boundaries of Park Slope as roughly the Prospect Expressway on the south, 
Prospect Park West (the former Ninth Avenue which extends south of the 
park for seven blocks to Greenwood cemetery) on the east; Fourth Avenue on 
the west; and Flatbush Avenue on the north. Thus, Park Slope borders 
Boerum Hill on the northwest, Gowanus on the west, Windsor Terrace on the 
southeast, Greenwood/Sunset Park on the southwest, Prospect Park on the 
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east, and, at the northeast, Prospect Heights. All of these neighborhoods save 
for Windsor Terrace, were part of the original Town of Brooklyn, established 
under the Dutch West India Company in the mid-Seventeenth century then 
later in the century grouped by the British colonists into Kings County12. 
Historically, Park Slope is one of the most important sites of the American 
Revolutionary War. It was at the Old Stone House13 during the August of 1776 
that General George Washington’s special troops diverted British attention 
from the retreat of the American army across Manhattan. Afterward, this 
battle site14 –bounded by Third and Fifth Streets, and Fourth and Fifth 
Avenues – became Washington Park and was the home of one of the major 
league baseball team Brooklyn Trolley Dodgers15 during 1883-1891. 
Communally, Park Slope became urban in the 1880s. It was the developer of 
the Gowanus Canal – Edwin C. Litchfield, the owner of the Brooklyn 
Improvement Company – that in 1857 built one of the first mansion, a Tuscan 
Manor house first known as “Ridgewood” and later “Grace Hill”, which still 
stands near Fourth Street within Prospect Park and held a superb view on the 
Gowanus Canal and the harbor of New York.  That Italian villa style mansion 
was built by Alexander Jackson Davis, one of the most prominent antebellum 
architects in America.  
 
                                                
12	   Brooklyn	   is	   the	  most	   populous	   of	   New	   York	   City's	   five	   boroughs,	   with	   approximately	   2.5	  million	  
residents,	  and	  the	  second-­‐largest	  in	  area.	  Since	  1896,	  Brooklyn	  has	  had	  the	  same	  boundaries	  as	  Kings	  
County,	   which	   is	   now	   the	   most	   populous	   county	   in	   New	   York	   State	   and	   the	   second-­‐most	   densely	  
populated	  county	  in	  the	  United	  States,	  after	  New	  York	  County	  (Manhattan).Kings	  County	  was	  created	  
in	  1683	  from	  the	  West	  Riding	  of	  Yorkshire,	  Province	  of	  New	  York,	  and	  earlier	  part	  of	  New	  Netherland.	  
The	  county	  was	  named	  in	  honor	  of	  King	  Charles	  II.	  
13	   Located	   in	  a	   reconstructed	  1699	  Dutch	   farmhouse	   that	  was	  central	   to	   the	  Battle	  of	  Brooklyn,	   the	  
Old	   Stone	   House	   is	   a	   museum	   and	   community	   resource	   that	   explores	   the	   American	   Revolution,	  
colonial	  life	  and	  Brooklyn.	  
14	  Historically	  known	  as	  the	  1976	  Battle	  of	  Brooklyn.	  
15	  The	  Dodgers	  abandoned	  Brooklyn	  for	  Los	  Angeles	  during	  the	  1958	  season.	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3.2 The Role of Urban Forms 
Urban design is the process of giving form, shape, and character to groups of 
buildings, to whole neighborhoods, and the city. It involves the arrangement 
and design of built forms, public spaces, transport systems, services, and 
amenities. In urban studies we can interpret this as a framework that orders 
the elements into a network of streets, squares, and blocks. More importantly 
it blends architecture, urban landscape and city planning with whom is using 
and experiencing that space; urban design is about making connections 
between people and places, mobility and urban form, nature and the built 
fabric. It draws together the many strands of place-making into the creation of 
urbanities with distinct beauty and identity.  
Park Slope of course has an economic, cultural, and political history of 
remarkable proportions, and the visual evidence of this past accounts for 
much of the strong neighborhood character. Indeed, to understand this 
character and its changes, it would be more accurate to analyze the physical 
structure and its interactions with social groups’ action and desires.  
It is suggested that designed things and urban landscapes are artifacts of 
material culture, and provide information about it (Low and Chambers 1989). 
Accordingly, the term an urban setting can also be interpreted as a system of 
designed forms related to a culture-making process. If, then, we assume that 
design is a social production of ideas, values, norms, and beliefs – spatially 
and symbolically placed – we can relate it with the cultural patterns and 
motives of different social groups’ minds and study it as such.  
Park Slope retains a certain “authentic aura of the past” to an extent which is 
remarkable in New York. While there are an unusual number of fine 
townhouses and other buildings of extraordinary interest, as well as a few 
imposing free-standing mansions – survivors of a greater number which once 
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stood on Eight Avenue and along Prospect Park West – it is the long block-
fronts of two-and three-story row houses, set behind deep front yards, which 
gives the neighborhood its unusually harmonious character. The wealth of 
architectural details and the exceptional quality of the individual townhouses 
and other structures play an important role in enhancing the overall picture 
which makes such an extraordinary impact upon the passerby.  
With the aim of provide some insights on the understanding of the overall 
process of gentrification in Park Slope, I will analyze the urban fabric of a 
neighborhood, the vividness of its physical elements, and the symbolic 
processes that have become an integral piece of its inhabitants’ lives.  
To these clear and differential forms people have made strong 
attachments, whether of past history or of their own experience (Lynch 
1960:92). 
Above all, then it would be possible to analyze its changes, and people’s 
meanings and connections, approaching a neighborhood community as a “a 
total field” (Lynch 1960:109). 
3.2.1 Secrets of Beauty and Attractiveness. An Architectural Introduction 
Park Slope possesses such a distinctive quality that on entering it from any 
side, one “becomes aware of a distinct, separate neighborhood16.” In fact, the 
overall neighborhood’s character and development was determined by its 
prime location adjacent to Prospect Park. The Slope is almost exclusively 
residential, with little inroads by commerce. Its pleasant tree-lined streets and 
wide avenues, with houses of relatively uniform height, punctuated by church 
spires, provide a living illustration of the Nineteenth century characterization 
of Brooklyn as “city of homes and churches.” Some of the basic features which 
                                                
16	  Portions	  of	  this	  section	  relating	  to	  the	  neighborhood’s	  early	  history	  and	  its	  architectural	  variety	  are	  
adapted	   from	   Landmarks	   Preservation	   Commission,	   Park	   Slope	   Historic	   District	   Designation	   Report	  
and	  Park	  Slope	  Historic	  District	  Extension	  Designation	  Report	  (City	  of	  New	  York	  1973	  and	  2012).	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contribute to the interest of the block-fronts are the variations in the depths of 
the front yards, the variety of stone or cast iron railings which enclose them, 
and – most especially – the general physiognomy of the buildings, whether 
sedately flush-fronted or given animation by bays, oriels, turrets, towers, 
gables or dormer windows.  
The row houses as promulgated by the Park Slope developers, is most 
interesting as an instance of unconscious town planning, particularly where it 
fills an entire block with high end houses, as often on the avenues, or, on the 
longer blocks of the east-west streets, where rows of from four to twenty-six 
houses lend interest and variety through their individual architectural 
characteristics. Even within the rows, variety is often intentionally achieved 
through the alternation of curved with three-sided bays, or through the use of 
houses of different materials or combinations thereof.  
In considering the individual townhouse the question of quality is of foremost 
importance as it relates to form, materials and architectural details, as each 
house must stand on its own merits. Although quality is hard to define, it is 
much in evidence within Park Slope due to the thought and care expended on 
the design of so many of these houses by their builders and architects. In 
some, the designers have created striking or unusual effects, but what is most 
notable here is the remarkable coherence and distinction of the block-fronts 
where individual houses, rows and low apartment houses have been so freely 
combined. 
The architectural styles which found their best expression in the Historic 
District are generally representative of those which swept the country 
between the civil War and World War I. these styles included a late version of 
the Italianate, the French Second Empire, the neo-Grec17, the Romanesque 
                                                
17	   The	   neo-­‐Grec	   style	   –	   due	   to	   the	   ease	   with	   which	   its	   ornaments	   could	   be	   cut	   by	   machine,	   with	  
resultant	  decrease	   in	   cost	  –	  was	  extremely	  popular	  with	   the	  builder-­‐developers	  of	   row	  houses.	   It	   is	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Revival and the picturesque Queen Anne, or “French Classic” style which co-
existed with the late Romanesque Revival. After the World’s Columbian 
Exposition of 1893 at Chicago, a new eclecticism swept the country opening 
up to the architect the classical styles, ranging from the most academically 
correct Greek and Roman precedents to the widest range of Renaissance styles 
and their very free interpretation propounded contemporaneously by the 
French Ecole des Beaux Arts. Among the architects, indications of this new 
Classicism were evident even before 1893, usually used in conjunction with 
the more romantic styles creating houses which, in their designs, may be 
considered transitional. 
The materials used in the construction of the houses were closely related to 
the various architectural styles. The basic construction of these masonry 
houses was brick, with a representative variety of masonry veneers. The 
earliest Italianate houses had face brick veneers, the French Second Empire, 
neo-Grec and Romanesque Revival generally favored brownstone, the Queen 
Anne face brick with narrow joints and colored mortars, decorative terra cotta 
and an array of slate shingles, while the Romanesque Revival, in its late phase, 
introduced the warm-colored elongated, Roman brick combined with a 
wealth of carved and rough-faced stonework. The neo-Renaissance and neo-
Classical styles generally favored the use of limestone or light shades of brick 
with limestone trim. The later neo-Georgian and neo-Federal returned to the 
use of red brick as a veneer material, with pre-cast limestone trim. Roof 
cornices with brackets were generally of wood in the Italianate and French 
Second Empire houses and in the later styles were constructed of sheet metal. 
The use of cast iron for hand railings and newel posts at stoops, and for yard 
railings, was general throughout the area until wrought iron was reintroduced 
                                                                                                                                       
interesting	  to	  note	  that	  there	  was	  a	  time	  lag	  of	  as	  much	  as	  a	  decade,	  during	  which	  this	  style	  continued	  
to	   be	   used	   by	   the	   conservative	   buildings	   in	   Park	   Slope	   long	   after	   the	   architects	   and	   Manhattan	  
builders	  has	  ceased	  to	  employ	  it.	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with the Queen Anne and Romanesque Revival, a material which was also 
espoused by the architects of the new Classicism which followed them. 
Given these architectural specificities, I will consequently discuss the research 
context through an historical overview of the most important urban forms 
which have constituted the development of the built environment of Park 
Slope. 
3.2.2 The early neighborhood development 
The Park Slope has had a life of barely ten 
years. In 1884 the region now splendidly 
built up with private residences was little 
more than fields and pastures. To-day it is 
a place of the Romanesque, with a score or 
more houses of the French chateau type. It 
is a land of terra cotta and redbrick, of 
gable roofs and dormer windows. It is a 
place of charming homes, of quaint designs, 
little invaded by flats and apartments 
(Livingstone 1893). 
	  
From the time of its colonization by the Dutch in the 1600s until the middle of 
the nineteenth century, the land of what is now conceived as Park Slope was 
used primarily for farming, except for a brief, explosive moment during the 
Revolutionary War. On August 27, 1776, at the start of the Battle of Brooklyn, 
the outflanked American soldiers faced approximately 4,000 British troops at 
Battle Pass, which is today within Prospect Park, just north of the rebuilt 
Wild-life Conservation Center. 
By the early 19th century the land had been divided in long rectangular lots 
that were owned by a number of different owners. These land holdings were 
divided into urban sized lots between the 1830s and 1860s. The proximity to 
the Gowanus Canal and the surrounding industrial concerns led to the 
development of the southwestern part of Park Slope by 1869 but the eastern 
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part of Park Slope remained sparsely populated until the 1880s. The two most 
important factors in the growth of Park Slope were transportation 
improvements and the development of Prospect Park. These transportation 
improvements included new links between Park Slope and the ferries along 
Brooklyn’s waterfront.  
Brownstone construction kept pace with this new demand. During this 
period, on Prospect Park West (then Ninth Avenue) from Grand Army Plaza 
to First Street was known as The Gold Coast of Brooklyn. Mansions were 
constructed whose splendor matched that of the Fifth Avenue mansions in 
Manhattan. Park Slope magnates included George Tangeman, who produced 
Royal and Cleveland Baking Powder and whose house, built in 1891, still 
stands at 274-276 Berkeley Place. The style of this house is transitional from 
the Romanesque Revival of the 1880s to the Classical of the 1890s.  115 Eighth 
Avenue, northeast corner of Carroll Street, was built in 1888 for Thomas 
Adams Jr., whose father had invented modern chewing gum. Child’s home, 
the inventor of Bon Ami cleanser, at 53 Prospect Park West, was built in 1901 
and now houses the Brooklyn Ethical Culture Society. 105 Eighth Avenue, 
between President and Carroll Streets, may be one of the finest classical 
houses in Brooklyn, and one of the cleverest, with the rounded colonnade 
lending a kind of monumentality that would otherwise have been difficult to 
attain on the tight site. It was built in 1912 for Michael Tracy, owner of one of 
the East Coast’s largest stevedoring firms.  
Magnificent mansions still exist in the rest of the landmarked historic district 
of Park Slope as well, and some of the finest Romanesque Revival and Queen 
Anne residences in the United States still grace its streets. The houses on 
Carroll Street and Montgomery Place are among the most notable. 
Montgomery Place was developed by Harvey Murdock, who had a close 
working relationship with a very young architect (only 24 when he began 
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work on Montgomery Place) named Charles Pierrepont Henry Gilbert. Gilbert 
designed many of the most stupendous Gilded Age mansions of Manhattan’s 
Upper East Side, but most people agree his work in Park Slope defines him as 
an architect. He designed, between 1887 and 1892, 20 of the 46 houses on this 
block, which is, quite simply, one of the loveliest row house blocks in 
America. The Venetian Gothic Montauk Club, which opened in 1891, offered 
private membership and a luxurious interior for entertaining. The exotically 
decorated building housed the defining institution of elite Park Slope 
gentlemen. It remains a private club, but its upper floors have been sold and 
are now rented as apartments. (See the visual essay of the Landmarked 
Historic District of Park Slope in Plate II). 
Three historic churches also stand in this section of Park Slope: St. John’s 
Episcopal Church (1889; nave 1885), Grace United Methodist Episcopal 
Church, originally Grace Methodist Episcopal Church (1883; parsonage, 1887), 
and Brooklyn Memorial Presbyterian Church (1883; chapel 1888). The 
Brooklyn Conservatory of Music is housed in what was once the Park Slope 
Masonic Club (1881), which was originally a private residence on Seventh 
Avenue at Lincoln Place. 
Indeed, the structures that Calvert Vaux designed for Prospect Park were 
picturesque, earth-toned, and seemed to grow out of the landscape (Morrone 
2008). In addition, around the turn of the 20th century came a wave of 
Classicism that led to the redesign of the park’s entrances and the completion 
of the grandly classical design of Grand Army Plaza by Stanford White. On 
the inside walls of the plaza Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Memorial Arch - featuring 
the 1898 Quadriga, and the groups Army and Navy – there is the only known 
equestrian portrait of the 16th president Abraham Lincoln. Inside the park, 
White also designed the beautiful Peristyle in the southern part, the Maryland 
Monument on Lookout Hill commemorating the volunteers who fought the 
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Battle of Brooklyn. Moreover, Brooklyn’s own greatest firm of Classical 
architects, Helmle and Huberty, designed the park interior’s two most 
beguiling structures, the Tennis House near the Litchfield Tuscan Manor, and 
the Boathouse, on the bank of the aqueous body named the Lullwater. 
By 1871, most of Prospect Park had been completed, leading the development 
of magnificent private homes all along, from Plaza Street to Prospect Park 
West: creating the so-called Gold Coast. Eventually, the opening of the 
Brooklyn Bridge in 1883 gave Brooklynites greater access to Manhattan, 
increasing in property values throughout Park Slope. By the 1889, Park 
Slope’s Fifth Avenue was connected to the Bridge terminal by the elevated 
lines of the Union Elevated Railroad Company, thus the real estate market of 
the neighborhood took off. As demand for housing in Park Slope increased 
during the turn of the century, the new predominant types of housing built on 
undeveloped lots were four and eight family apartment buildings 
(Schoenbaum 1976:97–99). 
Furthermore, with a history of Italian and Irish descent and this huge ethnic 
growth, Park Slope had twenty-eight Protestant churches (Baptist, Lutheran, 
Methodist, Seventh-Day Adventist, Pentecostal, a Spanish-language one) 
together with eight Catholic parishes, four synagogues, and seven parochial 
schools. In 1902 electric trolleys were introduced and Seventh and Fifth 
Avenues became the main commercial strips. As indicated by the kind of 
church buildings, English, German, Scottish, and Dutch descendants 
commanded the early social life of Park Slope and represented the economic 
and social elites of Brooklyn. 
At the turn of the century, more unassuming, less-expensive row houses and 
apartment buildings were put up west of Seventh Avenue and south of Ninth 
Street as homes for workers at local factories and at the nearby Gowanus 
Canal. But grand structures were still being conceived, such as the now 
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landmarked18, imposing Classical Revival synagogue Beth Elohim (1910; 
temple house, 1928) which stands at Eight Avenue and Garfield Place, and the 
twin Tudor-style houses at 13 and 15 Prospect Park West (between President 
and Carroll Streets), built in 1919. They represent the late incursion into Park 
Slope for the quaint and lovely suburban style (e.g., Forest Hills Gardens in 
Queens, N.Y.) of the time. They also represent one of the earliest instances of 
driveways and garages in Park Slope. The architect was William McCarthy. 
Development in the lower part of Park Slope shows a more irregular building 
design, like simple wood-frame houses or apartment buildings. It was the 
neighborhood’s area where laborers used to live, because of the easily access 
to the factories of the Gowanus Canal industrial zone or the surrounding 
docks. Commercial structures were also built adjacent to houses there, a 
pattern rarely found in the upper part. As Osman described, that part of the 
Slope was a jumbled mix of industry and residences, 
Myriad auto repair shops, garages, warehouses, and light manufacturing 
facilities sat in close proximity to brownstones and apartment houses. As 
in many older cities, Brooklyn’s housing stock became less luxurious as it 
neared active industry. Brownstones were built in tiers, each row of 
townhouses shrinking in size and quality as they riffled toward 
industrial areas. In Park Slope, brownstone mansions for the wealthy sat 
closer to Prospect Park. As one moved down to the slope toward the 
Gowanus industrial district, the housing gradually turned to dilapidated 
tenements and smaller townhouses. Red Hook, Gowanus, and the area 
near the Navy Yard were among the most notorious slums in the city 
(2011:37). 
However, the area’s first school, the wonderful Victorian school building 
named P.S. 39, on Sixth Avenue and Eight Street, was built in 1877. It has been 
designated a city landmark too. The same year, the Ansonia Clock Company –
the world’s largest clock company at that time– was built in an entire block of 
South Slope Seventh Avenue, employing over 1,500 workers. The Ansonia 
Clock Company operated one of the world’s largest clock factories on the east 
                                                
18	  The	  Beth	  Elohim	  is	  one	  of	  the	  most	  beautiful	  Classical	  synagogues	  in	  New	  York	  City.	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side of Seventh Avenue between 12th and 13th Streets from 1881 to 1929, 
when it went out of business. In 1981, Clockwork Development Venture 
converted the factory to a huge residential complex and named it Ansonia 
Court. The building were completely refurbished into cooperative apartments 
“with a pleasant courtyard that is reputed to offer reprieve from the hustle 
and the bustle of the city streets” (Robbins and Palitz 2001:304).  
The Old Stone House, bounded by Fourth and Fifth avenues and Third and 
Fourth Streets, was progressively demolished in the late Nineteenth and early 
Twentieth centuries, and finally reconstructed using original stones in 1933. 
Originally built in 1699, the Vechte farmhouse was the site of the Battle of 
Brooklyn in 1976. The Fourteenth Regiment Armory, Eighth Avenue between 
Fourteenth and Fifteenth Streets, was designed by William A. Mundell and 
built in 1895. The “doughboy” statue, commemorating the common American 
soldier who fought in World War I, and in particular those drawn from 
working-class communities such as southern Park Slope, dates from 1923; 
Anton Scaaf was the sculptor. This impressive Romanesque Revival armory, 
with a 70,000-square- foot drill hall, was converted into a YMCA community 
recreation center. 
Unlike the northern part, housing in this sector was largely two or three story 
wood frame homes (often built by workers themselves as indicated by the 
irregularities of lot size and building design). Demographically, the 
neighborhood provided a sociological and economic cross-section. The upper 
tier, and particularly the areas near the park – Plaza Street, Eight Avenue, 
Prospect Park West and the “park blocks” – developed for the well-to-do 
middle class, was known as The Gold Coast. The long block-fronts of row 
houses and low, walk-up apartment houses, particularly below Eleventh 
Street, were built for people of more modest means. Park Slope, then, was 
facing the rise of two different communities: the great wealth section on 
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north-east, along the Gold Coast streets and the area south-west of Ninth 
Street, settled by working-class people. Eventually, the subway lines extension 
from Manhattan to Park Slope encouraged the development of another 
community; as middle-class families moved into the spacious brownstones 
built on the side streets this distinction between North and South Slope 
become more and more blurred. The entire District, in fact, continued to 
attract those who appreciate its prime location adjoining Prospect Park, its 
substantial, well-built houses and its relative tranquility. Many people who 
were prominent in the political, judicial and cultural life of the city use to 
reside (and still do) in the neighborhood. 
3.3 The Social Context between 1920s and 1960s  
As the twentieth century progressed, the city expanded its public 
transportation system. The Fourth Avenue BMT subway was built in the early 
1910s and the IND (F) was completed through Park Slope during the 1930s. 
Subsequently, with the progressive extension of subway lines throughout 
Park Slope and the rapidly growing of New York City, altered the nature of 
class demand for housing in the neighborhood. By the 1920’s and 1930’s, 
working and lower-middle class families were starting to outbid the upper 
classes for housing in Park Slope’s high rental district. It became profitably to 
convert one family brownstones into multi-family buildings. 
“Some of the area’s wealthier residents saw this as a downward trend, and 
many relocated. A migration of Irish and Italian families began moving ‘up 
the hill’ from less desirable sections near the Gowanus and lower Manhattan. 
This demographic shift caused a swell in the membership of the Slope’s 
Roman Catholic parishes” (Merlis et al. 1999:11). In the mid-1920s, the 
recreational YMCA center built up its Prospect Park branch on Ninth Street 
and Sixth Avenue. In 1928, the United Mazzini Club (regular Democratic), 
was located on Union Street between Fourth and Fifth Avenues to promote 
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Italian candidates against incumbent Irish politicians. James Mangano became 
the club leader in 1934, controlling the State Assembly district until 1970. At 
the same time, between 1925 and 1950, luxury apartment buildings replaced a 
number of mansions in proximity to Prospect Park, attracting many upper-
class families.  
In fact, World War I was the high point in the development of Park Slope over 
five decades or more, it also marked the beginning of the Automobile Age, 
which spawned huge suburbs that could compete successfully with the city 
for residential populations. It marked also a time of special vulnerability for 
brownstones middle-aged, but not old enough to have acquired an aura of the 
past. The era brought an end to the abundant supply of servants necessary to 
staff them. But, above all, brownstones were becoming unfashionable and, 
after World War II, a major exodus to the suburbs began. 
Between the world wars, the working-class sections of South Slope were home 
to predominantly Irish and Irish American residents. In addition, wealthier 
Park Slope residents started moving to the suburbs, and other groups of 
working-class residents moved into North Slope. Some of the luxurious 
brownstones were turned into rooming houses and later demolished for new 
apartment buildings. As I will explain in the next Chapter, the community of 
Park Slope became a diverse cultural mix as Irish and Italians lived and 
worked close to the mansions of Dutch, English, and Scandinavian 
industrialists.  
The further arrival of African Americans and Puerto Ricans brought 
complexity to this multilayered ethnic-scape. In fact, across 1910 and 1930s the 
three major steamship companies running between New York and Puerto 
Rico brought an estimated twenty-six thousand Puerto Ricans, who formed in 
East Harlem their historical enclave. After World War II, this migration 
considerably rose and begun to spread all around the Brooklyn’s waterfront. 
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Moreover, there was either a class and racial difference between Puerto Ricans 
who lived in upper Manhattan– upwardly mobile people (doctors, lawyers, 
store-owners) racially connoted as blanquitos, the “whiteys” – and the poorer 
workers who lived in Park Slope and other Brooklyn’s industrial location  – 
described as  the “dark-skinned” Puerto Ricans (Chenault 1938). However this 
early differences between Harlem and Brooklyn run in the opposite direction 
for the African Americans, who used to have their historic black Brooklyn 
community in the Bedford-Stuyvesant’s brownstones (better than the 
overcrowded slum of upper Manhattan). Looking for industrial jobs, New 
York City was a destination site of the second great migration of African 
Americans from the South to the North after World War II. As more African 
Americans and Puerto Ricans migrated to the city, race began to replace 
ethnicity as a spatial category by which Brooklynites oriented themselves. 
Alongside the manufacturing and docks segregated/unskilled workspaces, 
these impoverished populations spread all over in Brooklyn from their 
enclave in Bedford-Stuyvesant also westward into Park Slope. Between the 
1950s and the 1960s, the strong collective racial identities of the Italians, Irish, 
Russian Jews and the other groups which formed the neighborhood of Park 
Slope had to blend together with Puerto Ricans, Caribbeans, as well as 
Spanish and English speakers. They were all nestled together in the same 
neighborhood’s territory. 
Preceding gentrification and class, by the 1960s race/ethnicity and religion 
were certainly crucial symbolic categories used by people in Park Slope to 
build their neighborhood experience. Moreover, in such a huge working-class 
area, unions and local political clubs were also important institutions in Park 
Slope. By the 1950s  the political machine was an elaborate feudal system of 
competing smaller neighborhood clubs, as Osman describes (2011), where the 
most powerful gained control of district leadership. One of them was the Park 
Slope’s Mazzini Democratic Club, headed by “The Sheriff,” the local Italian 
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boss James V. Mangano. Craft and industrial unions also represented a spatial 
identity which unified workers around their occupational sections. The most 
powerful organization was the International Longshoremen’s Association 
(ILA), which negotiated with shipping companies among the thousands 
workers along the waterfront. Local clubs and unions were highly personal 
and grassroots institutions, able to develop a sense of belonging and social ties 
with voters. However they were often merged with crime organizations, since 
the waterfront in the 1940s and 1950s was infamous as a place of racketeering, 
pilfering, narcotics smuggling, and extortion activities. Yet, there was a 
widespread of teenage street gangs along the streets of Park Slope, especially 
later on, during the late 1960s and the 1970s, when the rising of the 
unemployment, racial battles, the coming back of adult men from the Vietnam 
and eventually the heroin epidemic contributed to the rise of crime and 
juvenile delinquency. 
For much of the 1970s and 1980s, wealthy upper-middle-class Park Slope 
residents lived only in the North Slope, whereas the South Slope was known 
as the home of those newer immigrants. However, South Slope residents have 
been busy beautifying, organizing, and revitalizing their section of the 
neighborhood, and the division between north and south has become through 
the time more and more, less distinct. In this particular way Brooklyn has 
always offered either a rich sense of place and history or a fluid, hybrid, 
constantly changing scape. However, as Hamill describes, during the 1940s 
Park Slope provided to its inhabitants a significant feeling of place: 
On the streets I learned the limits of the Neighborhood. This was our 
hamlet, marked by clear boundaries. Sometimes were moved beyond 
those boundaries: to visit aunts and uncles out in Bay Ridge... but it was 
to the Neighborhood that we always returned. Other neighborhoods 
were not simply strange; they were probably unknowable. I was like 
everybody else. In the Neighborhood I always knew where I was; it 
provided my center of gravity. And on its streets I learned certain secrets 
that were shared by the others (Hamill 1994). 
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Park Slope, then, grown up as a fluid and complex “network of routes” 
(Clifford 1997), which found an imprint in people, buildings, institutions and 
memories that all those immigrant groups left. 
When I am referring to ethnicity as a crucial feature I am also introducing a 
specific diverse landscaped which allowed different ethnic groups to seek 
their ethnic authenticity in the same urban space. Accordingly to Osman 
(2011), layered ethnic landscape shaped by demographic waves. Through 
Italian restaurants, Irish bars, Middle Easterners, Polish or Russian Jews store 
owners, you could hear an everyday mix of the mother tongue and a roughly-
rendered American argot invented just for the occasion! Each group, together 
with another small population of Scandinavians, has contributed to “a rich 
array of shops, social and political clubhouse, and religious institutions that 
gave the area a sense of place” (Ibid:40).  
3.3.1 Leave the gun, take the cannolis19 
Organized crime in America was, to a great extent, a Brooklyn phenomenon. 
In the early 1900s, there were water-front gangs and affiliations of criminals 
by ethnic or national groups. Brooklyn has long figured most prominently as 
both territory and seat of power for most of the crime families that were the 
predecessors of today’s organization. Among them stand out Lucky Luciano, 
Alphonse Capone, Joe Colombo, Vito Genovese, Crazy Joe Gallo, Sammy “the 
bull” Gravano and John Gotti. As it is evident, Brooklyn probably has more 
good Italian restaurants per square mile than any city in America. That is to 
say that the Men of Respect have never needed to go hungry there (Robbins 
and Palitz 2001). During the 1950s 20 percent of Park Slope was foreign born, 
and over the half of those people were Italian (Miranda and Rossi 1976). 
                                                
19	  Source:	  The	  Godfather,	  a	  1972	  film	  about	  a	  Mafia	  crime	  family	  and	  the	  outbreak	  of	  a	  New	  York	  City	  
gang	  war	  in	  the	  late	  1940s.	  The	  paragraph	  title	  is	  part	  of	  the	  Rocco	  Lampone	  dialogue	  [after	  Rocco	  has	  
killed	  Paulie	  Gatto].	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The clubs and fraternal societies belonging were still important in the 1940s 
and 1950s. As Krase explains, Italians clustered on a block by block, building 
by building basis, 
More social glue for the community was provided by village and 
regional mutual aid societies. Local social networks gradually expanded 
to include markets, businesses, youth gangs, church activities, and 
religious festivals (1999:157). 
At the foot of the slope, in a little part of the “flats” between the inclines of 
Park Slope and Carroll Garden was once the center of upper Brooklyn’s Mob 
activity. Several places in the area surrounding Third and Union Street and 
Nevins Street and Fourth Avenue were favorites of “Colombo family”. 
Jackie’s Fifth Amendment, located down Fifth Avenue at Seventh Street, was 
named after the testimony of the most famous stool pigeon in the U.S. history, 
Genovese underboss Joe Valachi. In 1961, he squealed well for the Kefauver 
commission. So Jackie felt a statement needed to be made. This is quite a 
nonsense bar in Park Slope, but still now is a nice place to hold a meeting.  
Another legendary Mob place is Monte's Venetian Room, an Italian restaurant 
at 451 Carroll Street, which closed under questionable circumstances back in 
2008, and reopened in 2011. The famed eatery, which first opened in 1906, was 
one of the latest places where a Mob wars took shape in the late 1960s. 
Racketeer Joey Gallo, and his brother Albert tried to wrest control from the 
then community-minded Joe Colombo, who founded the Italian-American 
Anti-Defamation League to dispel the myth that all Italians were mobsters. He 
was assassinated on Columbus Day by shooters allegedly hired by Joe Gallo. 
Legend has it that 
Sinatra’s “Rat Pack” held a post-Copacabana party at Monte’s, featuring 
Sammy Davis Jr., in an all-night, doors-locked sing-a-thon (Robbins and 
Palitz 2001:104). 
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Park Slope neighborhood experienced a deterioration of its building stock, 
abandonment of buildings, and intensifying social problems, including rising 
unemployment and crime rates as did many other neighborhoods in New 
York City. Although other neighborhoods in Brooklyn, Manhattan, and the 
Bronx experienced similar changes, these occurred earlier in Park Slope. Some 
of the young white male residents of Park Slope engaged in gang-related 
violence starting in the 1950s, and as the population of African-Americans and 
Puerto Ricans increased, gang-related violence occurred between different 
ethnic groups20. Interracial fighting at John Jay High School (Fifth Street and 
Seventh Avenue) in 1964 lead to the arrest of 13 students.21 At the same time 
Park Slope was beginning to attract young families who were looking for 
affordable housing and larger living space. The New York Times reported in 
1966 that real estate values east of Seventh Avenue were said to have 
increased by 25% in the prior three years.22 Several civic and non-profit 
organizations were founded in the 1960s to encourage and aid in the 
revitalization of the neighborhood, especially its row houses, including the 
Park Slope Civic Council, Park Slope Block-Betterment Committee, and Park 
Slope North Improvement Corporation. In 1966 the Brooklyn Union Gas 
Company purchased a vacant brownstone row house at 211 Berkeley Place (J. 
Dougherty & Son, 1883, within the Park Slope Historic District) as part of its 
―Cinderella Project, and converted it to a two-family home to show the 
possibility of rehabilitation of row houses and to advertise the benefits of all-
gas- appliance houses. By 1974 the company had completed four Cinderella 
Projects and had opened a brownstone information center at 93 Prospect 
                                                
20	   Various	   New	   York	   Times	   articles:	   “3	   Youth	   Gangs	   In	   Brooklyn	   Agree	   To	   Turn	   In	   Their	  
Weapons,”‖November	  17,	  1950,	  26;	  “Suspect,	  18,	  Is	  Seized	  In	  Brooklyn	  Shooting,”‖April	  13,	  1952,	  42;	  
“37	   In	   Three	   Gangs	   Seized	   In	   Brooklyn,”‖	   February	   10,	   1957,	   75;	   “Gang	   Fights	   Hit	   2	   Brooklyn	  
Areas,”‖February	  2,	  1968,	  10;	  “50	  Park	  Slope	  Youths	  In	  Battle,”	  August	  11,	  1968,	  42;	  “Feud	  Keeps	  Park	  
Slope	  on	  Guard,”‖June	  29,	  1973,	  39;	  and	  “Racial	  Tensions	  Simmer	   In	  Brooklyn’s	  Park	  Slope,”	  August	  
10,	  1976,	  28.	  
21	  “People	  Keep	  Watch	  On	  Brooklyn	  School	  Torn	  By	  Race	  Riots,”	  New	  York	  Times,	  October	  27,	  1964,	  
50.	  
22	  “Park	  Slope	  Group	  Presses	  Renewal,”	  New	  York	  Times,	  July	  10,	  1966,	  24.	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Place. Redlining, the refusal of banks to grant mortgages and insurance 
companies to provide insurance in certain neighborhoods, was a problem for 
potential new home owners in Park Slope in the 1970s, as it was in many other 
New York City neighborhoods. 
3.4 Conditions leading to gentrification 
3.4.1 Urban Pioneers and the Brownstone Revival Movement 
 
Its Victorian brownstone cityscape with its 
rows of trees, stoops, and small street 
blocks became the template for a new 
romantic urban ideal. The brownstone was 
not just another city building to a new 
middle class in the 1960s and 1970s. the 
brownstone was cityness (Osman 2011:27). 
	  
At the end of the 1960s in Park Slope a citizens’ committee had begun a 
private effort at neighborhood rehabilitation. The group, called the Park Slope 
Block-Betterment Committee, aimed at stabilizing the neighborhood by 
encouraging families – especially young families – to buy houses that had 
come up for sale there: 
The four-story brownstone house on Sixth Avenue, occupied by a local 
physician since 1905, had come up for sale. Mr. Ferris immediately 
placed a binder on the house with a local real estate broker; and then 
called two friends – Everett Ortner, a magazine editor, and Robert Weiss, 
a publishing executive, both of whom reside in Park Slope. They, in turn, 
called several friends, and the house was bought – for $18,000 – the next 
day by a Brooklyn Heights couple who were friends of Mr. Weiss. In the 
wake of this, Mr. Ortner and Mr. Weiss joined Mr. Ferris in proposing a 
permanent committee to take similar actions. “There is one thing I want 
to stress”, Mr. Ferris said. “Park Slope is an integrated neighborhood – 
one of the most decently integrated neighborhoods in the city. We want 
to keep the Slope open and attractive to Negro families. This is one of the 
stated purposes of our organization. What we object to are absentee 
 
 
 
 
 
Chapter	  3	   GIVE	  ME	  A	  BREAK!	  I’M	  FROM	  BROOKLYN,	  WE’RE	  NOT	  FANCY	  
79	  
landlords who own apartments or rooming houses here, who just collect 
rents and have no interest in the community”23. 
In particular, it was the activism of Everett and Evelyn Ortner that changed 
perceptions of Brownstone Brooklyn and encouraged families to come back to 
the city. Perhaps their crowning achievement, by virtue of their unrelenting 
advocacy and research, was to secure the designation of the Park Slope 
Historic District in July 1973. No other single event so marks the renaissance 
of Park Slope. In fact, its architectural variety has always shaped the different 
kind of people interested in occupying the neighborhood. Since the beginning 
of the gentrification process, the preservationist citizens’ committee 
recognized this feature, for instance, talking about the 14-room Ward Mansion 
at Seventh Avenue and Sterling Place built at the end of the 19th century, 
 “It needs paint, but the wood work and parquet floors and the Art 
Nouveau decor are in perfect state. The mansion is for an owner-
occupant who knows the value of such beautiful things,” Mr. Ferris 
asserted, “and not for someone who wants to make apartments out of 
it”24. 
At the other end of the spectrum, another kind of building, like the rooming 
house between Sixth and Seventh, just around the corner from St. Augustine’s 
Roman Catholic Church, 
“It has a good heating plant and is a solid four-story brownstone. But it 
has fallen to rack and ruin. For that kind of house we need somebody 
like the artists who have come into the neighborhood and ripped out the 
top floor to make the studio and who redid the rest from the bottom up.” 
What could possibly be the attraction of such a decayed house? “The 
price,” Mr. Ferris said. “It can probably be bought for under $10,000. 
There aren’t many brownstones around for that kind of money.” (Ibid.) 
Mr. Ortner was one of the founders of the Brownstone Revival Coalition in 
1968, in the days when brownstones in New York City were being razed in 
                                                
23	  Source:	  “Park	  Slope	  Group	  Presses	  Renewal”,	  article	  by	  Charles	  Monaghan,	  published	  on	  The	  New	  
York	  Times	  –	  July	  10,	  1966,	  Section	  Real	  Estate,	  page	  1	  and	  9.	  
24The	  New	  York	  Times	  –	  July	  10,	  1966	  (op.	  cit.).	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favor of “modern housing projects”. A noted preservationist, he personally 
spearheaded effort to convince banks to lean money on brownstones at a time 
when such a view was not so popular. By organizing grassroots fairs and 
conferences, fighting banks who habitually “red-lined” mortgages in 
struggling brownstone neighborhoods, and founding several local and 
national preservation organizations, including Back to the City, the BRC 
(Brownstone Revival Coalition), Preservation Volunteers, and Preservation 
Action, these pioneers helped save hundreds of Park Slopers to buy 
brownstones on reasonable terms25. Ortner, who very recently passed away, 
was described by this neighbor as one of the persons “most responsible for 
Park Slope’s renaissance and its status today as one of the country’s most 
desirable neighborhoods26”. Indeed Mrs. Ortner, an interior designer before 
she became a preservationist, was so enchanted by her brownstone, with its 
original mahogany woodwork and papier-mâché and linseed-oil wallpaper, 
that she began a campaign to save thousands of other brownstones. To attract 
other preservationists, the Ortners and a small group of like-minded 
Brooklynites began conducting some historic-house tours to present 
dilapidated houses as opportunities. Mrs. Ortner used to publicize the tours 
by dressing in clothing and posing for newspaper photographers27. 
This historical overview of the initial process of urban renewal in Park Slope is 
important to understand how the beginning of the gentrification process in 
Park Slope was driven by the effort of a specific group of people. Pioneer 
gentrifiers whom perhaps would never recognize themselves with this kind of 
“label,” that were undoubtedly  the “booster” of the changing of Park Slope to 
                                                
25	   Source:	   “Tribute	   to	   Everett	   Ortner”,	   published	   on	   the	   website	   Brownstone	   Revival	   Coalition,	  
www.brownstonerevival.org	  –	  Accessed	  on	  May	  22,	  2012.	  
26	  Source:	  Eric	  McClure	  in	  the	  Park	  Slope	  Neighbors	  newsletter	  of	  June	  2,	  2012.	  
27	   Source:	   “Everett	   Ortner,	   Leader	   in	   Brooklyn	   Brownstones.	   Revival,	   Dies	   at	   92”,	   article	   by	   Dennis	  
Hevesi	   published	   on	   The	   New	   York	   Times	   –	   May	   26,	   2012	   and	   “Evelyn	   Ortner,	   82,	   a	   Booster	   of	  
Brooklyn	   Brownstones,	   Dies”,	   article	   by	   Anemona	   Hartocollis	   published	   on	   The	   New	   York	   Times	   –	  
September	  22,	  2006.	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a historic site while most Manhattanites still considered it an unacceptable 
place even to go for dinner. By organizing, raising money and agitation for 
preservation, by lobbing bankers to limit redlining, the pioneer gentrifiers 
were very vocal and effective champions of the brownstone revival that 
spread from Brooklyn to the rest of the country. If preservation constitutes an 
alternative strategy for the revalorization of the historic heritage of a district 
(Zukin 1982), gentrification in Brooklyn began as a grassroots movement led 
by young and idealistic white college graduates searching for authenticity and 
life outside the burgeoning suburbs. As Osman (2011) argues, this first stage 
of gentrification was in a sense idealistic and anti-chic, anti-corporate. All of 
the pioneer gentrifiers had their moral code focused on giving the 
neighborhood a new life. 
Brooklyn’s young white-collar émigrés moved there with a sense of zeal. 
They started block associations, organized street festivals, and opened 
food cooperatives to foster a sense of community, place, and history. As 
they planted trees and dug community gardens in abandoned lots, they 
described themselves as “greening” the city ad echoed the themes of a 
nascent environmental movement. They avidly renovated houses, 
stripping away paint and aluminum siding, as well as symbolically 
ripping off the trapping of mass consumer society, to return to an older, 
more authentic form of life (Osman 2011:15). 
In fact it seems that the preservationists of Park Slope were never motivated 
by money or economic interests in real estate. The only house that most of 
them ever owned was their own Park Slope Brownstone, where they were 
always been living. (See in Figure 4 the Ortners’ in front of their home in 
1980). The first wave of gentrifiers were young families attracted to Park Slope 
by the low prices of brownstones. At the time, $25,000 (about $170,000 in 
today’s dollars) really did seem a lot of money for a house in the area, but the 
people moving there were not exactly “rich.” They were teachers and nurses, 
artists and writers, architects and engineers whom were able to get a 
mortgage during the critical problem of red-lining. Mr. Ortner never ceased to 
say to his neighbors:  
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“I made you all millionaires, and I think you should give me a 
commission,” Mr. Marshall, 78, recounted with a glimmer in his eye28. 
Figure 4, Evelyn and Everett Ortner at their Park Slope home in 1980. 
Photo credit: John Sotomayor, The New York Times – May 26, 2012. 
  
3.4.2 Park Slope faces the 1970s 
As the revitalization process continued, Park Slope started to attract families 
with higher-incomes, and as a result housing and retail space costs started to 
increase dramatically. Industrial buildings, which had been abandoned due to 
the loss of industrial and manufacturing jobs, began to be transformed into 
apartments due to the higher demand for residential space starting. 
In 1960 the highway called Roberto Moses’ Prospect Expressway was 
completed. It divides Park Slope from its neighbor of Windsor Terrace, along 
the Prospect Avenue corridor. At that time the city was recovering from a 
fiscal crisis and Park Slope was not consistently prosperous. Fifth Avenue was 
characterized by vacant stores and even Seventh Avenue could count 
abandoned buildings. However, a new wave of professionals began 
                                                
28The	  New	  York	  Times	  –	  September	  22,	  2006	  (op.	  cit.).	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purchasing homes in Brooklyn Heights during the late 1950s. Gentrification 
spread into Cobble Hill by the late 1960s, and by 1970s had impacted the Park 
Slope section. The Park Slope Betterment Committee took pride in their 
representation of what they used to describe as “the most decently integrated 
neighborhood in the city”.  In this way, during the 1960s and 70s, emigrant 
middle-class families from Manhattan stumbled into Park Slope in search of 
the affordable brownstone. Having lived in the brownstone neighborhoods of 
Manhattan, they were familiar with the brownstone style. Brooklyn Heights 
may have been their first choice, but a slightly longer subway ride offered a 
comparable bargain. Brownstones were selling for $30,000 to $100,000. Park 
Slope represented a risk to many of these families. Many called themselves 
“pioneer.”  
Brooklyn took an economic beating in the 1960s, 1970s and early 1980s; 
factories closed; docks fell silent. And Park Slope was a “frontier territory”. 
Blue collar Black, Hispanic, Irish, and Italian families dominated the social life 
of the community.  
Families nourished by the borough and nourishing it in return pulled up 
stakes and headed out to Long Island, northern New Jersey and other 
places across the country. Schools crumbled.  The subways decayed. 
New York City as a whole (…) swooned and flirted with bankruptcy 
(Robbins and Palitz 2001:7). 
In those recent, troubled decades, Brooklyn began to have less in common 
with Manhattan and more with the cities that in the U.S. had a long industrial 
prime, like Detroit, Cleveland and Buffalo. However, unlike those sites 
exclusively homes of iron foundries or manufactures, Brooklyn was such a 
diverse borough that it could be conceived as many different places all at 
once. Across its eighty-one square miles, it had a wide variety of urban-
scapes, from immigrant sections to fishing villages, from factories and 
warehouses to art museums, colleges, upscale stores and cultural halls. In 
terms of housing also, you could see long blocks of massive apartment 
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buildings or loving restored silk-stocking row houses, precious Italianate 
mansions across Prospect Park or blue-collar settlements. It was not exactly a 
bedroom suburb of Manhattan, but a unique amalgam of geography and 
politics, urban form and national immigration policy. Brooklyn was part of 
what it is considered the “America Factory”, a place where immigrants learn 
to become Americans. At the beginning of the twentieth century when 
Southern Italians looked for green space and undeveloped land for truck 
gardens, they found it in Brooklyn’s leafier southern neighborhoods. The Irish 
arrived then, built schools and churches, and swelled the ranks of the civil 
service along with the sons and daughters of their immigrant peers. It was the 
time when you could hear on the streets and in church or temple people 
speaking the Yiddish, Sicilian, Swedish, Polish and German. After World War 
II Puerto Ricans, U.S. citizens since 1917, began taking up residence in the 
streets left behind by earlier immigrants who moved out to the new suburbs. 
And again, when the U.S. Congress reconsidered the immigration policies the 
doors were opened to Asia, the Caribbean and Latin America. 
The tiny apartments that once contained dreams nurtured in Krakow, 
Cork and Calabria would now do the same for people from Guangzhou, 
Port-au-Prince and Santo Domingo. The largest immigrant groups in 
Brooklyn in the 1990s came from Haiti, the Dominican Republic, Guyana 
and the English-speaking islands of the Caribbean. Neighborhoods once 
home to the vast common run of struggling humanity as well as the 
petty gangsters, hoods and indigents are once again home to all of these 
– but the accents and skin tones have changes(Robbins and Palitz 2001:9).  
The early 1970s represented a watershed for the tenant movement in New 
York City. As Lawson and Johnson III explain, dramatic changes in the 
housing market and legislative climate presented the movement with new 
challenges and opportunities. “For tenants of stable working class and lower-
middle class neighborhoods the threats were gentrification, manifested in 
evictions to make way for luxury redevelopment and ‘brownstoning’ and 
hospital expansion,” (1986: 209) like the Methodist Hospital in Park Slope. 
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Around the time of the city’s financial crisis of the early 1970s, the upgrading 
of older neighborhoods and the consequent displacement of the long-term 
residents had occurred in in such neighborhoods as Greenwich Village and 
Chelsea, parts of the Upper West Side and the Upper East Side and the 
sections surrounding Brooklyn Heights.  
Gentrification there had developed two forms. The first was the upgrading of 
older but sound and potentially attractive housing.  The second was the 
invasion by speculators, developers, and “urban pioneers,” of well-located 
neighborhoods housing the poor that were unthinkable because of their level 
of decay. Tenant strategies had saved large numbers of buildings and 
stabilized many blocks, but had not rescued from the ravages of abandonment 
and gentrification. 
Moreover the structural change of New York, which shifted from an industrial 
to a corporate city, affected the ability of classes and races to successfully sell 
their labor (the loss of blue collar and semi-skilled white collar jobs) while at 
the same time sustained the growth of professional and managerial 
professions. In turn, as O’Hanlon (1982) argues, if during the 1960s the 
moderate income and blue collar districts of Park Slope had witnessed the 
ravages of capital disinvestment and housing abandonment, starting from the 
early 1980s they experienced the displacement of lower income families by 
upper income families. 
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Conclusions 
By introducing the early development of Park Slope, we clearly see the further 
trend for this area of Brooklyn. The bottom of the slope, with its nearness to 
the bay and with the canal in place, was ideally suited to industry, and 
working class families. The farther up the slope you went, the better it was 
suited to high-class residences29. However, once again this internal housing 
and spatial hierarchy was not so well organized in a coherent dichotomy. 
Ethnic areas in Park Slope had their internal class organization and they were 
more organized by blocks clusters of different income groups. 
This brief historical overview provides a sense of what the neighborhood was 
prior to gentrification: a place where people came to work – around its 
waterfront edge – and lived. White-collar professionals lived in the Gold Coast 
across Prospect Park, nestled with less wealthy middle-class residents who 
worked in public service, academia and the arts. Running along the southern 
part, a poorer area of brownstones and tenements accommodated Italian and 
Irish descent and other immigrants. At the bottom of this layered 
neighborhood-scape, a growing African American and Puerto Rican 
population found there in modest apartments and rooming houses. On its tree 
lined blocks, brownstones stoops and street corners, at  school meeting halls 
or parishes, in local restaurants and bars, throughout the unions or political 
activities, as well as its social clubs or Mob gangs, social life in Park Slope 
came together. 
                                                
29	  See	  Morrone	  (2008)	  for	  a	  detailed	  historical	  overview	  of	  Park	  Slope.	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PLATE I, Geographic Information of the Study Area 
 
 
M a p p i n g  P a r k  S l o p e  
w i t h i n  t h e  B r o o k l y n  
B o r o u g h  i n  t h e  N e w  
Y o r k  C i t y  a r e a .   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
H i s t o r i c  m a p  o f  P a r k  
S l o p e  ( 1 9 0 7 ) .  S o u r c e :  
A t l a s  o f  t h e  b o r o u g h  o f  
B r o o k l y n ,  b y  B r o m l e y ,  
G . W .  e t  a l .  ( 1 9 0 7 -
1 9 0 8 ) .  
 
 
 
 
 
 
C a l v e r t  V a u x ’ s  1 8 6 6 - 6 7  
p l a n  f o r  P r o s p e c t  
P a r k .  
S o u r c e :  E i g h t h  A n n u a l  
R e p o r t  o f  t h e  B o a r d  o f  
C o m m i s s i o n e r s  o f  
P r o s p e c t  P a r k ,  J a n u a r y  
1 8 6 8 .  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
L o c a t i n g  P a r k  S l o p e ,  
i n  s o u t h w e s t e r n  
B r o o k l y n  d i s t r i c t  6 ,  
r o u g h l y  b o u n d e d  b y  
P r o s p e c t  P a r k  W e s t  t o  
t h e  e a s t ,  F o u r t h  
A v e n u e  t o  t h e  w e s t ,  
F l a t b u s h  A v e n u e  t o  
t h e  n o r t h ,  a n d  
F i f t e e n t h  S t r e e t  t o  t h e  
s o u t h .  
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PLATE II, The Landmarked Historic District of Park Slope.  
A visual essay (author’s archive) 
 
F r a n c i s  H .  K i m b a l l ’ s  
M o n t a u k  C l u b  ( 1 8 8 9 –
9 1 ) ,  E i g h t  A v e n u e  a t  
L i n c o l n  P l a c e .  T h e  
e x o t i c a l l y  d e c o r a t e d  
b u i l d i n g  h o u s e d  t h e  
d e f i n i n g  i n s t i t u t i o n  o f  
e l i t e  P a r k  S l o p e  
g e n t l e m e n .   
T h i s  i s  t h e  f r o n t  e n t r y  
o n  E i g h t h  A v e n u e .  I n k  
a n d  w a t e r c o l o r  ( P a r k  
S l o p e  S k e t c h  o n  
b l o g s p o t . c o m ) .    
 
 
B r i c k ,  g r a n i t e ,  a n d  
t e r r a - c o t t a  
R o m a n e s q u e  R e v i v a l ,  
p a i d  f o r  b y  C l e v e l a n d  
B a k i n g  P o w d e r .  C u p i d  
c a r y a t i d s  h o l d  u p  t h e  
s h i n g l e d  p e d i m e n t ,  
w i t h  b u l k y  I o n i c  
c o l u m n s  s u p p o r t i n g  a  
f r i e z e  o f  s c a l l o p  
s h e l l s .  A t  2 7 4  B e r k e l e y  
P l a c e ,  b e t w e e n  E i g h t h  
A v e n u e  a n d  P l a z a  
S t r e e t  W e s t .    
 
 
A n  o r n a t e  b r o w n s t o n e  
t o w n h o u s e  g r a c e d  b y  a  
f l o w e r i n g  R o s e  o f  
S h a r o n  b u s h  o n  
p i c t u r e s q u e  5 7  
M o n t g o m e r y  P l a c e .  I n k  
a n d  w a t e r c o l o r  ( P a r k  
S l o p e  S k e t c h ) .    
 
 
R o c k - f a c e  r e d  
s a n d s t o n e  a n d  R o m a n  
b r i c k  a t  1 1 9  E i g h t h   
A v e n u e .   O r i g i n a l l y  
T h o m a s  A d a m s ,  J r .  
H o u s e  ( 1 8 8 8 ) .  
 
 
C a r r o l l  S t r e e t  t o w a r d s  
7 t h  A v e n u e .  
M a r k e r - r e n d e r e d  
v e r s i o n  o f  o r i g i n a l  
s k e t c h  ( P a r k  S l o p e  
S k e t c h ) .    
 
 
T e m p l e  B e t h  E l o h i m ,  
1 9 0 8 - 1 0 ,  a t  t h e  
n o r t h e a s t  c o r n e r  o f  
E i g h t  A v e n u e  a n d  
G a r f i e l d  P l a c e .  I t  i s  
o n e  o f  t h e  m o s t  
b e a u t i f u l  C l a s s i c a l  
s y n a g o g u e s  i n  N e w  
Y o r k  C i t y .  
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A c m e  H a l l ,  3 2 8 - 3 3 0  
S e v e n t h  A v e n u e ,  J o h n  
G .  G l o v e r ,  1 8 8 9 - 9 1 .  
C r e d i t :  M e r l i s  a n d  L e e  
A .  R o s e n z w e i g  
“ B r o o k l y n ’ s  P a r k  
S l o p e .  A  P h o t o g r a p h i c  
R e t r o s p e c t i v e ”  ( 2 0 1 0 ) .  
 
 
 
 
 
A c m e  H a l l  i n  2 0 1 2 .  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5 1 6  t o  5 2 0  N i n t h  S t r e e t  
a t  P r o s p e c t  P a r k  W e s t .  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5 0  P r o s p e c t  P a r k  W e s t .  
W a t e r c o l o r  r e n d e r e d  
v e r s i o n  ( P a r k  S l o p e  
S k e t c h ) .    
 
 
 
 
M i d n i g h t  f u l l  m o o n   
a b o v e  a  4 - s t o r y  
t e n e m e n t  b u i l d i n g   o n  
E i g h t h  A v e n u e .   
W a t e r c o l o r  r e n d e r e d  
v e r s i o n  ( P a r k  S l o p e  
S k e t c h ) .  
 
 
   
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 18 
516 to 520 9th Street 
Axel Hedman, c. 1903 
Photo: Christopher D. Brazee, 2012
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Figure 38 
Acme Hall, 328-330 7th Avenue 
John G. Glover, 1889-91 
Credit: reprinted in Brian Merlis and Lee A. Rosenzweig, Brooklyn’s  Park  Slope  – A 
Photographic Retrospective (Brooklyn: Israelowitz Publishing, 2010) 
 
 
 
Figure 39 
Acme Hall 
Photo: Christopher D. Brazee, 2012 
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Figure 38 
Acme Hall, 328-330 7th Avenue 
John G. Glover, 1889-91 
Credit: reprinted in Brian Merlis and Lee A. Rosenzweig, Brooklyn’s  Park  Slope  – A 
Photographic Retrospective (Brooklyn: Israelowitz Publishing, 2010) 
 
 
 
Figure 39 
Acme Hall 
Photo: Christopher D. Brazee, 2012 
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S O U T H  S L O P E :  
 
A n s o n i a  C l o c k  
F a c t o r y ,  4 2 0  T w e l f t h  
S t r e e t ,  
S a m u e l  C u r t i s s  J r . ,  
1 8 8 0 - 8 1 .  
C r e d i t :  M o s e s  K i n g ,  
“ K i n g ’ s  V i e w s  o f  N e w  
Y o r k  1 8 9 6 - 1 9 1 5  a n d  
B r o o k l y n  1 9 0 5 ”  ( 1 9 7 7 ) .  
 
T h e   b e a u t i f u l l y  
r e n o v a t e d  A n s o n i a  
C o u r t  c o - o p s  
a p a r t m e n t s  i n  2 0 1 1 ,  
h o u s e d  i n  t h e  f o r m e r  
A n s o n i a  C l o c k  
F a c t o r y .  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
T h e  c o m m e r c i a l  s t r i p  
o n  S e v e n t h  A v e n u e ,  
b e t w e e n  T e n t h  t o  
E l e v e n t h  S t r e e t s .  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4 4 0  S e v e n t h  A v e n u e .  
 
 
 
 
 
4 5 7  T w e l f t h  S t r e e t .  
A r c h i t e c t  n o t  
d e t e r m i n e d ,  p r i o r  t o  
1 8 6 9 .  
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Figure 32 
Ansonia Clock Factory, 420 12th Street 
Samuel Curtiss, Jr., 1880-81 
Credit: reprinted in Moses King, King’s  Views of New York 1896-1915 and Brooklyn 1905 (New 
York: Arno Press, 1977) 
 
 
 
Figure 33 
Ansonia Clock Factory, 420 12th Street 
Photo: Christopher D. Brazee, 2012 
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Figure 32 
Ansonia Clock Factory, 420 12th Street 
Samuel Curtiss, Jr., 1880-81 
Credit: reprinted in Moses King, King’s  Views of New York 1896-1915 and Brooklyn 1905 (New 
York: Arno Press, 1977) 
 
 
 
Figure 33 
Ansonia Clock Factory, 420 12th Street 
Photo: Christopher D. Brazee, 2012 
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Figure 22 
370 to 382 7th Avenue 
Charles J. Jones, c. 1887 
Photo: Christopher D. Brazee, 2012
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Figures 24 and 25 
440 and 437 7th Avenue 
Robert Dixon, c. 1889; Walter M. Coots, c. 1894 
Photos: Christopher D. Brazee, 2012
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Figure 6 
457 12th Street 
Architect not determined, prior to 1869 
Photo: Christopher D. Brazee, 2012 
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4. Gentrification in Park Slope has my age.  
It’s forty. 
	  
Summary 
The transformation of New York City into a corporate city and the consequent 
deleterious effects on small firms and on dwindling employment 
opportunities for blue-collar workers began to create housing opportunities 
for some and to exacerbate displacement problems for others. By encouraging 
suburban home ownership, discouraging rental housing construction, and 
upwardly redistributing income through federal and municipal tax policies; 
Park Slope, at the beginning of the 1970s faced a racial and tenure status 
division between its neighborhood residents. The 1970s, in fact, saw the 
growth of the essentially white-collar reform Democratic movement and the 
ebbing of regular Democratic organization power. Reform institutions 
emerged from neighborhood civic organizations and broad-based interest 
groups.  
Drawing the evolution of demographic and housing resettlement in Park 
Slope, I found that different social groups had different class interests and 
ideologies, and therefore they were differently affected by abandonment and 
resettlement processes. To be more specific, the involvements and influence in 
community politics of twenty community organizations were analyzed 
through archival and bibliographic researches from the late 1960s to the 
present time; among them four historical institutions – which still exist – and 
four more recent ones, were followed through the ethnographic activities and 
other researches and are reported in this work30. Indeed, there is a social and 
                                                
30	  The	  historical	  institutions	  initially	  mapped	  were	  twenty:	  Park	  Slope	  Improvement	  Committee	  (PSIC),	  
Park	  Slope	  Civic	  Council	  (PSCC),	  Revitalization	  of	  the	  Southern	  Area	  of	  the	  Slope	  (ROSAs),	  United	  Block	  
Associations	   of	   Park	   Slope	   (UBA),	   Fifth	   Avenue	   Merchants	   Association,	   Fifth	   Avenue	   Local	  
Development	   Corporation,	   Seventh	   Avenue	  Merchants	   Association,	   United	   Fifth	   Avenue	  Merchants	  
Association,	   Seventh	   Avenue	   Bettermen	   Committee	   (7ABC),	   Triangle	   Parks,	   Flatbush	   Avenue	  
Improvement	   Committee,	   72nd	   Precinct	   Community	   Council,	   78th	   Precinct	   Community	   Council,	  
Community	  Planning	  Board	  6,	  Park	  Slope	  Branch-­‐Metropolitan	  Council	  of	  Housing	  (Net	  Council),	  Park	  
Slope	   Tenants	   Council,	   Moncada	   Library,	   South	   Brooklyn	   Action	   Movement,	   Against	   Investment	  
Discrimination,	  Park	  Slope	  Together	  (PST),	  Fifth	  Avenue	  Committee	  (FAC).	  Among	  them	  I’ve	  decided	  to	  
follow	   the	   most	   representatives	   in	   terms	   of	   neighborhood	   political	   representation,	   the	   Park	   Slope	  
Civic	   Council	   (PSCC),	   and	   housing,	   the	   Fifth	   Avenue	   Committee	   (FAC).	   About	   institutions	   active	   in	  
 
 
 
 
 
Manzo	  2014	   The	  University	  of	  Trento	  
92	  
moral pluralism to understand, especially when a neighborhood has been 
dealing with racial, ethnic, class, and religious changes. This process 
interviews with residents and users who have various interests and hold 
diverse values, morals and sense of social justice. As Schumaker points out: 
They belong to a wide variety of voluntary associations that serve as 
vehicles for expressing their social identities, pursuing their interests, 
and developing their principles (2013:255).  
Therefore, before going straight with the micro ethnographic report, I was 
preliminarily interested in studying how groups pursue diverse interests and 
how these principles interconnect with the evolution of the gentrification 
process. This allowed me to clarify the multitude of values and the various 
ways these are expressed, represented, and attained in community politics. 
Groups surely play roles in community life, in a context that can be defined as 
“moral pluralism”. In fact,  accordingly to Schumaker (2013), it urges to study 
the moral principles about what is good for the community and the justice 
principles about the fair distributions of policy benefits, especially in respect 
of affordable housing, community control, and smart growth investment 
plans.  
In the paragraphs that follow, I will trace the emergence and evolution of 
other community organizations that would attempt to mediate the market and 
institutional changes over the last forty years-span in Park Slope. 
	  
	  
	  
                                                                                                                                       
pioneering	  social	  initiatives	  I	  chose	  the	  Park	  Slope	  Food	  Coop	  (PSFC)	  located	  on	  the	  wealthy	  north-­‐east	  
Slope	  and	  the	  6/15	  Green	  Community	  Garden	  placed	  in	  the	  tougher	  south-­‐west.	  	  On	  the	  other	  hand,	  
the	   new	   groups	  which	  more	   recently	   rose	   in	   Park	   Slope,	   are:	   Park	   Slope	   Parents	   (PSP),	   Park	   Slope	  
Neighbors	   (PSN),	   Safe	   Slope	   and	   Forth	   on	   Fourth	   Avenue	   (FOFA).	   All	   these	   groups	   were	   relevant	  
institutions	   in	   terms	   of	   neighborhood	   improvement	   groups,	   housing	   task	   forces,	   service	   providers,	  
neighbor	  advocacy	  groups,	  and	  GLBT	  groups,	  with	  whom	  I	  have	  been	  involved	  from	  the	  beginning	  of	  
2011	  to	  the	  end	  of	  2013.	  
 
 
 
 
 
Chapter	  4	   GIVE	  ME	  A	  BREAK!	  I’M	  FROM	  BROOKLYN,	  WE’RE	  NOT	  FANCY	  
93	  
4.1 The Seventies. IMAGINING, a New Community 
Dirty, dangerous, and destitute. This was New York City in the 1970s. The 
1960s were not yet over, and war still raged in Vietnam, fueling resentment 
against the government. Nixon and the Watergate scandal created even more 
resentment, cynicism, and skepticism. Economically, stagnation coupled with 
inflation created a sense of malaise. The Arab Oil Embargo of 1973 delivered 
another blow to the U.S. economy, and brought the misery of long lines to buy 
gasoline. Conditions in Harlem as well as in many of Brooklyn’s 
neighborhoods were horrendous, with abandoned buildings and widespread 
poverty; they looked like European cities which had been bombed during 
World War Two. People tore the boards of the windows or smashed the 
concrete blocks in doorways to gain access to these abandoned buildings; 
which were then used by gangs, drug addicts, and children playing. 
Eventually, some people moved into these buildings as squatters, and efforts 
were made to rehabilitate or replace substandard housing. The subways were 
covered everywhere with ugly graffiti and they were unreliable. It seemed as 
if the entire infrastructure was in decay. Political corruption, sloppy 
accounting, and the cost of the war were killing the city. Crime was rampant, 
and the police were powerless to stop it. Random killings by the "Son of Sam" 
made New Yorkers even more fearful. The parks were in decay, with litter 
and bare lawns, and it was home to muggers and rapists.  
Eventually, the city was bailed out, and by a combined effort of politicians, 
unions, and civic leaders it began a long slow road to recovery. When Ed 
Koch was elected mayor in 1977, one of the first things he did was to have the 
city government adopt proper accounting practices. The construction of the 
World Trade Center was helping to revitalize the financial district. After the 
destruction of so many landmarks for urban renewal projects, preservation of 
buildings and neighborhoods became a priority.  
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However, art, music, theatre, dance, and cinema had a chance to blossom in 
this environment. One pioneer was Lou Reed, his Velvet Underground 
affiliation with Andy Warhol in the cross-cultural trends of the time. He was 
followed by glam-rocker David Johanson and The New York Dolls, and they 
set the stage for the Punk rebellion which put New York on the map as a 
center for rock bands and new music of all kinds. Again, it was the availability 
of cheap spaces and a sense of creative freedom that facilitated this musical 
revolution. Moreover, in terms of lifestyles, the cultural and political 
revolution of the 60s ceded to hedonism and decadence. Sex and drugs were a 
big part of what was going on in the 1970s. As a subject for art, nudes were 
only a starting point, with painting and sculpture getting more graphic. Public 
nudity and sex were accepted, commercialized, and even glorified. Times 
Square in Manhattan became a center for the production and distribution of 
pornography. Sexual freedom, fought for and won in the 1960s, expanded into 
forms of expression, especially in the gay world, where cross-dressing in 
public was now permissible31. 
Obviously, once again, the history of Park Slope was deeply connected with a 
particular moment in time that not only the city of New York, but the whole 
United States were living. It was after the Anti-War and Anti-Poverty 
Movement, after the Civil Rights Movement, on the tails of those things. It 
was the time in which the proud City of New York had to beg the Federal 
Government for a financial bail-out. It was when the President – Gerald Ford 
– in his famous reply said no “Drop dead New York,” as the front page of The 
New York Daily News32 published. Back in the 1970s the neighborhood of Park 
Slope had abandoned buildings and vacant lots, as we can see in the next 
interview excerpt: 
                                                
31	  For	  a	  good	  picture	  of	  New	  York	  City	  in	  the	  1970s	  see	  Tannenbaum	  (2004).	  
32	  “Drop	  dead	  New	  York,”	  published	  on	  The	  New	  York	  Daily	  News	  –	  October	  30,	  1975.	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We had friends that were here and, I mean, I used to hang out - when we moved, on the 
weekends, like on a Sunday, we would hang out in schoolyards at 32133 and there was nobody 
around.  I was smoking cigarettes at the time and I would be able to just walk from my house 
on Ninth Street, down the street, smoking a cigarette not worrying about if anybody’s going 
to see me because there was nobody around, there was nobody on the streets on a Sunday 
afternoon.  You had people here and there, but now you have to wait in a line to cross the 
street.  It’s totally ridiculous!!  It’s a different… and there really wasn’t anything open on 
Sunday on Seventh Avenue at Pino’s, which is the pizzeria which is still there.  Everything 
else was closed.  There were no cafes or coffee shops or boutiques, and anything that would 
have been a store that was open on Sunday was always full.  So, that was Seventh Avenue, so 
you imagine Fifth Avenue…  Nothing!!  Absolutely… well, abandoned buildings going 
along. (Karen, 42, moved in the neighborhood in 1983, Therapist, interviewed in March 
2012). 
Parallel to this, Park Slope was inhabited primarily by Latino immigrants, 
especially Puerto Rican, and by the White ethnics’ working-class long-term 
residents:  
Oh yeah.  It was a lot more Hispanic, African-American, Italian, Irish.  A lot of the peoples 
through here.  I mean, this area here [Fifth Avenue] and then Carroll Street, or down to the 
Gowanus Canal, and even across there, very Italian.  I have neighbors that have lived here for 
their whole lives.  My neighbor next door, her mother grew up in the house, she grew up in 
the house, and her daughter grew up in the house.  Neighbors across the street, there’s like 3 
or 4 generations of Italian-American living there.  And one of our neighbors that was just 
recently put into a nursing home, she’s turning 99 in a couple of weeks; I mean there’s still a 
certain population of older women that speak Italian.   (Karen, on the same interview) 
However, new residents were coming in. They were White, well educated, 
liberal progressive people, who came into the community and saw this 
beautiful housing stock that exists and started to work side by side with other 
neighbors that had different racial and socioeconomic backgrounds.  Park 
Slope had a lot of people that were very committed to revitalizing the 
neighborhood, so really what happened was in terms of the community’s 
institution history, and the history of the neighborhood come together. In this 
sense, addressing the concept of imagination in its collective form, Park 
Slope’s 1970s residents imagined a better neighborhood and worked for its re-
birth. When I am talking about “imagination” I am approaching the projective 
                                                
33	  P.S.	  321	  is	  a	  public	  elementary	  school	  in	  Park	  Slope	  located	  on	  the	  corner	  of	  7th	  Avenue	  and	  First	  
Street.	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meaning of this concept, in “the sense of being a prelude to some sort of 
expression, whether aesthetic or otherwise”, it would say  Appadurai (2003:7). 
That group of neighbors – racially and socioeconomically so diverse – came 
together to revitalize the community in a way that everybody could 
participate. Imagining the establishment of a new Park Slope constituted a 
staging ground for action. It is suggested that the early changes in Park Slope 
were not about displacement, they were not about gentrification; they were 
about neighborhood improvement.   
4.1.1 Park Slope, Established in 1973  
Looking at the evolution of Park Slope neighborhood’s development, at one 
point it seems to be more and more clear that the 1970s was a period of 
simultaneous abandonment and resettlement. As housing prices rose (see 
Table 3 and Table 4 in the next Chapter), displacement become a crucial issue 
by the 1980. Therefore, in order to analyze the evolution of the gentrification 
process over time, it was necessary to ask when it emerged. To be more 
specific, to explain the relationship between social groups and gentrification, 
it was fundamental to understand when different interest groups appeared. 
From archival research, it was determined that the majority of community 
institutions emerged prior to 1974, “when displacement had not yet become a 
widely known or discussed problem and when abandonment and arson were 
prevalent in the north and southwest” (Justa 1984:194).  
By the end of the 1960s, New York City was dramatically changing, especially 
as it emerged from the bankruptcy after 1977. While industrial manufactures 
continued their decline, the city’s economic revival took shape with the rising 
of Manhattan’s service economy. As Osman (2011) points out, from 1977 to 
1989, corporate services such as legal and consulting firms, advertising, and 
investment banking added 271,000 jobs. Private health, education, and social 
services added 527,000 jobs. Entertainment, tourism, and culture industries 
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added another 68,000. One of the immediate effects of such a growing 
emergence of white-collar population employed in Manhattan, it was a new 
wave of educated/professional people looking for affordable rentals, co-op 
apartments or renovated brownstones.  
The beginning of the 1970s was a transitional period for Park Slope too. The 
neighborhood was still a run-down territory, but some of the pioneer families 
were eager to improve its conditions, especially public schools. As I will better 
explain in the next paragraphs, in the summer of 1973 many fundamental 
“things” happened in Park Slope, which revealed to be catalysts of 
gentrification: a) in July, the Landmark Preservation Commission of the City 
of New York designated the Historic District in the north west part (and it 
was the year of the city’s first Brownstone Fair, the revitalization movement); 
b) in the same summer, clashes and riots burst between Italian and Puerto 
Rican youths over two weeks; and c) what is still now considered the fortress, 
the main hub of the whole neighborhood’s community – the Park Slope Food 
Coop – was founded exactly  in 1973. Indeed, it was the period when 
community gardens were arising all over New York City, as one of my 
research’s contact told me: 
Park Slope was one of... it was created as an historic district as one of the very first historic 
districts in New York City and that must have happened in the early 70s, or somewhere in the 
mid-70s. And the Old House Journal was founded here sometime more or less in the same 
period, which is kind of a weekly newspaper for, uh, historic preservation and so on. And 
that's partly because, well there was an uptick of movement of young professional families 
into this part of Park Slope at the end of the 60’s. (John, 65, moved in the neighborhood in 
1983, Professor, interviewed in July 2011 and November 2012) 
Thinking about a “zero grade” of the overall process of changes which 
occurred in Park Slope in the last forty years, it seems that everything began 
in 1973! Like the Food Coop, for instance, which consists of a large number of 
political and community activists, members of the so called neighborhood’s 
original alternative families. However, while the co-op's own estimates show 
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that its membership represents a fairly broad cross section, there are many 
super-rich professionals, reflecting the rapid gentrification of Park Slope in the 
past few years. 
Hot Sunday today, and I get one of those terrible headaches because of the heat in my room. 
But I have to go, at 4 pm I finally have the orientation at the Park Slope Food Coop which I've 
been waiting since May. I wanna know more about the Coop, they’ve been here for so long 
that I believe... yeah, I’m sure the Coop is like the center of the truth, they might hold the 
secret of these 40 years span of gentrification in Park Slope!! And I’m finally in, at the second 
floor, where administrative offices and the meetings rooms are. The two-hours orientation is 
about to start, my headache is still present, ouch... it may be helpful to drink some of those 
organic tea served over there. I take a seat, observing... the coordinator playing the host, the 
people coming into the room, the furniture, the things on the walls: photographs, some 
working note, and a big sign just in the middle of the main wall which written on “Park Slope 
Food Coop, Established in 1973”. Se-ven-ty-three? (Wait a second, I was born in seventy-
three!!)... seventy-three... seventy-three... epiphany, yes it’s an epiphany, because it did was 
all happening at that time! « Field note », June.19.2011 
 
Figure 5, The Food Coop entrance sign out the front. 
Author’s archive. 
This period of the Park Slope’s history really took the form of two things; 
community organizing and advocacy, to basically, people taking a stake in the 
neighborhood and saying “we want to make this a better place”.  As we can 
see in the next interview excerpt: 
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So the thing is, before my generation, say, there were the Beatniks, you know, in the Village - 
Al Ginsberg, all those people.  So when we first – whoever we is – realized that we were not 
going to be comfortable in the mainstream culture, which you can see in the movies about the 
50’s, they called us Beatniks.  (…)  We were more like revolutionaries, we thought. Well, it 
started in college because of the Civil Rights Movement and the Anti-War Movement.  So 
there was a lot.  And then when we came here, we were involved in different local things like 
the, at one point, the Methodist Hospital was tearing down buildings to build their parking 
lot, so we were involved in fighting that. Like, one time a woman was across the street who 
was a gay woman and had a little child.  This was a long time ago, like the end of the 80’s.  
She asked me why we wanted to live here, because she had come from the suburbs and I think 
she liked the suburbs physically.  But she said, you know, she’s gay, she lives here because this 
is a great place for a gay couple to live and have a child.  Why did we want to live here?  And I 
said, the only reason you want to live here is because we came here and we started changing 
the neighborhood and made all the other people comfortable with us.  (Emily, Gregory’s 
mother, 64, moved in the neighborhood in 1969, joined the Food Coop in 1993, 
Psychotherapist, interviewed in February 2012). (See her sitting on the stoops in Figure 6). 
 
Figure 6, Emily is sitting on the stoops of her house in Park Slope, together with some 
friends. 
Photo  kindly  given  to  the  author.  
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In this respect, undoubtedly, Park Slope has a great civic engagement, an 
expensive civic engagement. It is a community that has a history of activism 
which has always worked to improve the neighborhood and a lot of people 
are still very committed to values of inclusion and social justice. Thinking 
about Jane Jacobs’s vision (1989), in changing neighborhoods diversity means 
not only social ties, but it is also an important moral sphere in the lives of 
those liberal progressive people that mobilized grassroots movements to have 
political outlets. Everything from block associations, to food cooperatives, to 
community gardens, to bricks and mortar projects, as I have learnt from Alice 
and Simon. Alice and Simon are respectively in their sixties and seventies and 
are part of the core group of activists of the 6/15 Green Community Garden. 
But there is more. They have been in the last thirty years one of the main 
points of reference of the local “block” community, being politically involved 
in various causes, including and advocating for the underserved. Simon is a 
sculptor; he studied at the Carrara Academy of Fine Arts in Italy. They 
describe in this way their apartment:  
The building we live in is officially categorized as a warehouse.  Simon has been living here for 
30 years.  I moved in after our marriage in 1986 (…) I moved in here.  This is not a legal place 
to live.  In the New York City often tradition artists have taken over an industrial building 
and made live/work spaces from it. (Alice, 64, moved in the neighborhood in 1986, Civil 
servants, researcher’s gatekeeper since January 2012) 
Interestingly they represent the values of that group of people I describe as 
Liberal-Progressives of the 1970s in New York and the morals they bring in 
the re-built of the neighborhood at that time. Here, in the following dialogue, 
we can clearly see the meaning of my assertion.  
Alice: In 1967, of course the Summer of Love, I was 20 years old and I did not go to San 
Francisco but I worked on an Ojibwa reservation in northern Minnesota and it was perhaps 
one of the most significant experiences in my life, shaping me politically because my 
background was that… I would say… I was privileged.  I lived among people who lived in… 
many of them lived in abject grinding poverty and that awakened me.  I was 20 years old.  I 
would have to say that was perhaps – along with other changes – that the emphasis on 
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idealism in the 1960s, that experience probably shaped me, shaped my ideals and… I evolved 
into a Political Progressive.   
Simon: In 1960 I was too a follower around Ginsberg and… basically a Beatnik34. 
A.: Simon, you mentioned or inferred at least that something of a transformative moment was 
when you saw the Weavers concert at Carnegie Hall? 
S.: Right. This was the music of the people. 
A.:  And it also signified to some extent the end of this McCarthyism you and I both 
experienced because the Weavers were blacklisted.  I can remember when I was six or seven 
years old learning about the execution of the Rosenbergs and being really traumatized by that. 
I can remember it with absolute clarity.  So perhaps for that reason, like so many people of our 
generation, we’re very receptive to the views of the 1960s because we remember other times in 
the 50s.  (Simon -Alice’s husband- 71, moved in the neighborhood in 1982, Sculptor and Civil 
servant, researcher’s gatekeeper since January 2012) 
 
In this light, ideological organizations emerged to answer inequalities that 
were supported by private market resettlement processes and government 
decision making. 
4.1.2 Giving birth to the Food Coop and Community Gardens 
The political involvement of these idealistic groups needs to be clarified at this 
point. If the beginning of the gentrification evolution in Park Slope happened 
in the early 1970s, this means that it is deeply connected with a “new politics” 
which historically derives from the social movements of the 1960s and 1970s 
in United States. Those ideological people emerged from cities such New York 
or San Francisco was countercultural ideas and values born together with the 
ones on the New Left, of the student and environmental movements. These 
idealist residents mixed their political values with gentrification boosterism 
and a sincere faith in community action, like we can see in a very vivid 
                                                
34	   The	   “Beat	   Generation”	   was	   a	   group	   of	   American	   post-­‐World	   War	   II	   writers	   who	   came	   to	  
prominence	  in	  the	  1950s,	  as	  well	  as	  the	  cultural	  phenomena	  that	  they	  both	  documented	  and	  inspired.	  
Central	   elements	   of	   "Beat"	   culture	   included	   experimentation	   with	   drugs,	   alternative	   forms	   of	  
sexuality,	   and	   an	   interest	   in	   Eastern	   religion,	   a	   rejection	   of	   materialism,	   and	   the	   idealizing	   of	  
exuberant,	   unexpurgated	  means	   of	   expression	   and	   being.	   Allen	   Ginsberg's	   Howl	   (1956),	  William	   S.	  
Burroughs's	  Naked	  Lunch	   (1959)	  and	  Jack	  Kerouac's	  On	  the	  Road	  (1957)	  are	  among	  the	  best	  known	  
examples	   of	   Beat	   literature.	   In	   the	   1960s,	   elements	   of	   the	   expanding	   Beat	   movement	   were	  
incorporated	  into	  the	  Hippie	  counterculture.	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memory that one of my Food Coop’s friends shared with me about his 
motives to live in Park Slope: 
I moved because I had moved the previous year from San Francisco, where I had lived for 8 
years before, and I love it very much. I moved first to Manhattan, to 2nd avenue between 14th 
and 15th St it was the late 1980s which was the height of the crack epidemic. Basically I 
couldn’t deal with Manhattan; I walked around and cried every single day. But a week after I 
arrived, a few friends of mine moved from the East Village to Park Slope on 10th street and I 
came over for a barbecue. Then we went to a concert in the park that was this really wonderful 
West African band called True Git that played like high life, and it was just awesome. We 
walked to the park and from the entrance to the band shell, and when we got there people were 
in front and they were tabling for solidarity with Central America and the Park Slope Food 
Coop, and I was like, ‘oh my god it’s Berkeley!’ Why the f-ck did... didn’t I know that this 
existed? I would’ve moved here. But ten months later I did move here, because, well I hated 
Manhattan, but I lived in San Francisco in a collective house and just by coincidence two of 
my roommates, two or three months after I moved, one of my roommates and his partner 
(boyfriend) got a job in NY and so they moved here. So then we all decided to live together and 
so we got (rented) a brownstone on 8th street between 7th and 8th Ave. (Ed, 54, gay, moved 
in the neighborhood in 1989, Professor, interviewed in August 2011). 
At their beginnings, these community groups were comprised of 20 to 40 
years olds, usually white residents with the ideological aim to develop 
consciousness about specific countercultural movements. They were, at that 
time, more close to revolutionary/radical interpretation of the system, often 
criticizing the existence of capitalism or at least to call attention to inequities 
and social justice. They used neighborhood-specific problems to encourage 
interests. However, the facts that the leadership of these groups was 
comprised of educated professionals had sometimes generated antagonism, as 
I will better explain in section III. 
If the spirit of an earnest, sweet-natured, counterculture lives on in the new 
century, it probably lives in Park Slope, Brooklyn, and its spiritual epicenter is 
undoubtedly the Food Coop. The scruffy little operation that was started by a 
handful of activists on the second floor of a Union Street building in 1973 – the 
only retail space on a block lined with warehouses, is now an $11-million-a-
year business – with a staff of 32 full and part-timers and more than 16,000 
members. The Park Slope Food Coop, in fact, is now a multi-generational, 
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forty-year-old cooperative food market that has changed with the changing 
conditions of Park Slope (See Figure 5, The Food Coop entrance sign out the 
front). 
The Park Slope Food Coop has been providing Brooklyn and beyond with 
quality food and products while serving as a community center and meeting 
place for its member-owners: people who believe in the value, rewards and 
responsibility of collective labor, action and ownership. By taking some 
control away from corporations and putting it into the hands of our 
community, the Coop has been able to make healthy, affordable food 
available to its members. But what exactly is the iconic Park Slope Food Coop? 
It is one of the oldest and largest active American food Coops. Its claim says 
“Good Food, at Low Prices for Working Members, through Cooperation, since 
1973” and Park Slopers like to describe it as a space “where elite lefties meet to 
share organic recipes as they gossip about social justice and the best private 
schools35.” In the upscale “land of desire” of Park Slope - using the words of 
Leach (1993)- the evolution of the Food Coop seems a microcosm of the 
gentrification of Park Slope. 
However, the Food Coop is more than just a store. “Because of the cooperative 
manner in which the business runs, and because of the foods and products 
that it selects to stock, the Coop is very much an expression of the beliefs and 
values of its founders and current members” (Jochnowitz 2001:56), as we can 
see from this journalistic representation:  
The neighborhood likes to think of itself as one of the most progressive 
in the city, diverse, tolerant, hip, not as expensive as the Upper West 
Side, less austere than Brooklyn Heights, without the dehumanizing 
edginess of the East Village. The 60's may be over, but that decade's 
granola-encrusted residuum of idealism and fractiousness may be found 
in the co-op's dream of cooperative ownership, debates over partial or 
                                                
35	   Source:	   The	   New	   York	   Post:	   “Goy-­‐cott	   in	   Park	   Slope”,	   by	   Andra	   Peyser,	   on	   August	   25,	   2011.	  
Retrieved	  from	  www.nypost.com	  -­‐	  Accessed	  on	  March	  10,	  2012.
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absolute vegetarianism, the merits of tofu turkey and the value of 
stocking seven kinds of aloe vera. (...) The co-op has come a long way 
from the counterculture, however. It's actually difficult to get a handle on 
what often seems to be the most diverse enclave in New York. The food 
co-op has a reputation as being a last outpost of hippie enlightenment, 
but it draws not only vegans and vegetarians, but Conservative and 
Orthodox Jews, who prize the co-op's assortment of kosher foods36. 
The relationship between food and politics, in fact, has always been very close 
at the Food Coop. This is what I have discovered from ethnographic research 
there, and talking with Joe, one of its original founders. Joe born in 1950 in 
Brooklyn from a Jewish immigrant family,  his grandparents came to U.S. in 
the 1880s from somewhere in Europe and they're not even sure where exactly, 
either Poland or Russia.  They were the first generation born in the United 
States, and they used to live in Sheepshead Bay “like the head of a sheep but 
it's actually named after a fish called the Sheepshead” – Joe explained me – in 
the southern part of Brooklyn, close to Coney Island and Brighton Beach. They 
were a family of seven and his father was worked as an accountant for the 
City of New York. Interestingly, when I began to ask something about his 
education, he told me that he went to college for two years and then he had to 
stop, or better he chose to stop: 
Lidia: What… why? 
Joe: I thought I had more important things to do. 
L.: For instance? 
J.: Protest against the Vietnam War for example. 
L.: You born in… 1950... So you were 19-20 when there were the Civil Rights movements? 
J.: Yeah I was in junior high school and high school.  I graduated high school in 1968 when I 
was 18. 
L.: and the Vietnam Protest was during the early '70s right? 
J.:  Yes, late '60s, early '70s.  And also just the idea of US foreign policy and whether, and 
you know first you start to understand that everything is not equal, you understand what the 
basis of the Civil Rights movement and that gets you angry and then you understand some of 
the foreign policies, some of the countries that were invaded in Latin America over the many 
decades by the United States and then you learn about the Vietnam War and what's going on 
there… and… that it's really a civil war, you know, and so you start to believe that there's 
some injustice around and it gets you upset. 
L.:  And… so you decide to take a position… 
                                                
36	  “Tie-­‐Dyed	  Food,”	  article	  by	  Richard	  A.	  Kaye	  published	  on	  The	  New	  York	  Times	  –	  April	  21,	  2002	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J.: Yeah, and then you make friends with women who are inventing the women's movement 
and then it turns out some of your friends are gay and they're helping invent the gay rights 
movement and… so these things are all there.  These things are there and then Earth Day 
happens in 1970 and then “Diet for a Small Planet”, the book was written and that was an 
eye-opener about food, and Food Coop started and at the same time many people were joining 
little Food Coops everywhere. 
In this way Joe explained me why he started working on food and with three 
other friends they found the Food Coop in 1973. Besides, at that time Food 
Coops were starting all over the country and so for them was a natural, 
normal idea to get involved in questioning food and the food production. 
Indeed, they liked the idea of people working together: cooperation means 
working together and they thought it was a great thing.  But what was exactly 
the question about food in the early 1970s? 
Well it's like if you're not being told the truth about civil rights in our country and if you're 
not being told the truth about, you know, and you're not being told the truth about foreign 
policy, okay, and so you're probably not being told the truth about food and you start reading 
the ingredients of food and you start having, you see all these chemicals and stuff and so by 
that time factory farming although it's gotten worse, factory farming was already in terms of 
the way animals were raised were already, we were becoming aware of that. It was a question 
about fresh and it was a question… it was a thing of eating lower on the food chain.  Not that 
you have to be a vegetarian but eat lower on the food chain. Eat fruits and vegetables more, eat 
animals less, that pesticides in the environment were gathering in the animals and then you 
would eat the animals, well you probably should do that less. Plus there were people very 
concerned about world food shortages then, about population growth and that there wouldn't 
be enough food in the world and that if you study animals and how you raise them, let's say 
cows, this is where Diet for a Small Planet came in, that book.  If you gave a cow maybe 12 
pounds of food to eat and then you killed the cow you got one pound back for every 12 pounds 
the cow ate so, you know, and there's some myths around that you had to eat lots of meat 
whereas you, you know… it turned out that beans were very good for you, greens and beans 
you know, and there are other things that you could eat. (Joe, on the same interview). 
Soon, food cooperatives arose all over the country; indeed, the United States 
was “moving west”, pushing people to set up farms all throughout the 
Midwest. At that time, the Department of Agriculture in the United States had 
two missions.  One of them was to grow more food, and the second was to 
take care of those kinds of issues and support farmers, basically.  Of course, 
thinking critically, these policies went towards the increase of consumption of 
American commodities. However, they were also helpful to teach people to be 
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better farms, to grow optimal amounts of food per acre, and how to preserve 
food for the off seasons. So they did. They used federal funds, but also 
USDA37 money, supporting the education for the farmers through the state 
universities, in what they called Cooperative Extension. They were involved 
in a lot of commercial production, in consumer education programs, but also 
in a lot of soil testing, education about nutrition and food pricing. As an 
offshoot of this, people working in this agricultural program in New York 
City did community gardening.  They developed programs for low-income 
people, teaching them about nutrition, making better food choices was in this 
sense their “mantra”.   
Such desire for organic food and green spaces that could be commonly used 
by neighbors, combined with the improvement efforts of residents of 
crumbling sections, led the formation of many community gardens in Park 
Slope. In 1988, a group of concerned neighbors began a cleanup campaign of 
one of the most dangerous abandoned lot on south Slope, the corner of 6th 
Avenue at 15th Street. It had become a serious health hazard, especially 
because of the local drug dealers whose patrons used an abandoned 
construction trailer on the site as a shooting gallery. By dragging the trailer 
into the streets, the neighbors gained the attention of the Sanitation 
Department who eventually removed the trailer. Thus, it began a co-
operative, communal effort: 
We actually, me, my mom, Alice, Simon, and some other people, we actually started the 
garden.  We helped that out.  I remember throwing stuff out.  We had to go to the garden 
before it started and thrown all this like garbage out and pick up glass bottles and stuff like 
that and really clean it up.  It was weird because that was my mom. I think I was like 7 or 8 at 
the time when we started doing that. (Malik, 25, born in the south/poor part of neighborhood, 
interviewed in May 2012, Artist) 
Over the next five years, this small group of residents in the south end of Park 
Slope waged a war against the illegal dumping on the lot. Construction refuse, 
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  The	  United	  States	  Department	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  Agriculture.	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kitchen waste, syringes used by drug addicts, together with furniture, 
automotive oil and an abandoned car had been dumped at the site. Sidewalks 
were cracked and dangerous. Holes in the existing fence allowed vagrants 
entry.  
The garden back in the late 80s and early 90s was a trash filled vacant lot.  Somehow there 
was a trailer there which was used by drug addicts.  There was a hole in the fence. People in 
the garden came in and started to clean it up, leaned on the politicians, got the trailer pulled 
away, eventually got the city to haul in truckloads of landfill and gradually made a lovely 
garden out of it.  We divided it into plots and finally in the late 90s the owner of the land said 
that he represented a group of investors and he would need to sell it and could we come up 
with a million dollars.  (Alice).  
From five pioneering gardeners, the 6th Avenue at 15th Street Community 
Garden was created, but then the problems started: 
The ones that, of course they all exist because of bad economic conditions 30 or 40 years ago. 
So the buildings that were here were turn down where the owners defaulted on the property. 
So in many cases the city took over the land. So those are the ones that the city, under 
Giuliani, was trying to reduce, to sell them back and put them back to taxpaying uses. This 
one was unusual in that it was, there was a default I think, but it was not on the tax. It was 
on the mortgage. So probably the bank, maybe the bank took it over, anyway I don’t know. I 
forget exactly. It was always privately owned, it was never owned by the city. (Dana, 61, 
moved in the neighborhood in 1992, University professor, Garden’s member, interviewed in 
May 2012). 
As I am little by little introducing, gentrification didn’t happen in New York 
City all at once. It has been a process which involved new flows of capital 
investments and developers’ strategies as well as residential mobility and 
entrepreneurial spaces. During the 1990s, New York City Mayor Rudy 
Giuliani decided to auction off New York’s community gardens to private 
developers. As Zukin describes, “when prospects of gentrification made these 
neighborhoods more interesting to investors, the administration pushed to 
replace the gardens with new housing developments” (2010:197). Fortunately, 
the efforts of this first group of gardeners of Park Slope have not gone 
unnoticed, as we can argue from my dialogue with Alice: 
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Alice: We could not and we were very white knuckled for a period of a couple of years.  We 
looked around for grants.  We tried anything we could think of to enable us to keep the garden 
and finally an anonymous benefactor purchased the garden and brokered it through I believe 
the Trust for Public Land so as to keep the anonymity.  The terms of it were that the garden 
could not pledge, lease, rent, mortgage the land or do anything, make any use of it other than 
as public green space.  “Goodness that happened” in maybe 1999, maybe about the time those 
photographs were taken, 1999 or 2000. That was wonderful!! Lidia:  [I’m pretty sure they 
know who is the benefactor… I can try…] And do you have any idea of the identity of this 
benefactor? 
A.: That was stipulated, that the benefactor remain anonymous.   
L.:  Okay, I know you know but you don’t want to say.  It’s okay... but if you have any idea… 
was a person of the block and a rich person of course… maybe?? 
A:.  Probably someone in the neighborhood! 
Figure 7, People gather at the entrance of the 6/15 Community Garden in may 2012. 
Author’s archive. 
 
Today that abandoned lot has been transformed from an eyesore and public 
nuisance to an urban oasis and source of local civic pride for the 
neighborhood. Renamed 6/15 Green in 2001, the garden has grown to become 
an incorporated nonprofit organization with over a hundred members, 
composters and supporters with programs that reflect the diversity of the 
members as well as the changes within the community (See Figure 7). 
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So, the white-collar professionals benefit from the city’s transformations, the 
tenor of government policy, as well as the community ideology which 
conferred legitimacy and credibility of neighborhood institutions. As we saw 
with the case of the Park Slope Food Coop and Community Gardens, even 
though the values expressed by these groups generated and promoted 
institutional solidarity, they were subordinated to that specific class’ moral, 
which over time construct a redefinition of the neighborhood’s community 
ideology based on their interests.    
4.2 The Eighties. IMPROVING, the Neighborhood Reputation  
4.2.1 It was a bad neighborhood. But, it was my neighborhood! 
Buggin' Out: Who told you to step on my 
sneakers, who told you to walk on my side of the 
block, who told you to be in my neighborhood? 
Clifton: I own this brownstone. 
Buggin' Out: Who told you to buy a brownstone 
on my block, in my neighborhood, on my side of 
the street? Yo, what you wanna live in a Black 
neighborhood for, anyway? Man, motherfuck 
gentrification38. 
 
(Dialogue Transcript) “Do the Right Thing”, a film 
directed by Spike Lee, 1989. 
	  
The neighborhood I grew up in, although I would feel comfortable in my neighborhood, you 
know... it was a bad neighborhood!  But it was my neighborhood, I grew up there you know.  
That corner I saw Jack as a kid we used to go in the corner store and there used to be this hard 
rock candy that you could get.  I used to love those candies, it was like, you know, jaw 
breakers, they were really hard.  And I remember one afternoon going in there, it was probably 
around 3:30, 4:00 in the afternoon I went in there and I bought like a bag of candy and I was 
like okay, you know, thanks Jack.  Behind me was this black kid, you know a little black boy.  
He was a little older than me you know.  And he had come on his bicycle from across the other 
side, that school over there is called Junior High School I.S. 88 and then there's the 
expressway, that's the Prospect Expressway.  He lived on the other side of the Prospect 
                                                
38	  The	  film	  was	  shot	  entirely	  on	  Stuyvesant	  Avenue	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  Quincy	  Street	  and	  Lexington	  Avenue	  in	  
the	  Bedford-­‐Stuyvesant	  neighborhood	  of	  Brooklyn.	  It	  contains	  several	  allusions	  to	  contemporary	  race	  
and	  class-­‐related	  violent	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Expressway.  You know there are a lot of black people who lived in that area.  So he rode his 
little bike over there you know and he bought candy too.  And when he came out of the store 
he too, he said okay Jack, see you tomorrow you know.  Got on his bike and started riding back 
across the expressway, right.  There's a strip from where the cemetery turns all the way to 
Prospect Avenue and it's probably around a quarter mile, this strip.  Two cars came drag 
racing and they came by so fast and they hit this kid and – I'll tell you Lidia – this kid flew up 
over the pole.  I seen this kid go up over the pole, over a lamp post, he fell boom when he hit the 
floor.  His bone shot out through his ankle and he was dead.  The car crashed, it rolled over 
boom, boom, boom, boom, boom!!  The guy got out and ran, took off and stuff.  The police 
caught him later because that was the neighborhood, people knew who everybody else was and 
stuff.  He killed that freaking kid, you know what I mean.  And this my neighborhood, but, 
like I said, it was my neighborhood. (Jansen, 45, born in the south/poor part of neighborhood, 
works at the track department of the New York City Transit, researcher’s gatekeeper since 
January 2011). 
This excerpt refers to one of my research’s gatekeeper, Jansen, who provided 
me invaluable help while I was doing ethnographic activities in a local martial 
arts studio39. Jansen was born in Brooklyn and he has been living 
predominantly in the neighborhood of Park Slope – more specifically on 
Thirteen Street between Fourth and Fifth Avenue – for 32 years (before that he 
used to live on Seventh Avenue and Twenty Street, right across the 
neighborhood’s edge from the cemetery).  Jansen is half Puerto Rican and half 
Irish, 
My father's Irish and my mother's Puerto Rican. I’m very dark... the term black Irish and 
stuff... Did you ever hear of that? In Ireland you had basically like two groups, you know, 
where they would call people like the black Irish.  My mom too is very dark, very dark skinned, 
you know.  In fact when she was growing up they used to call her “negra”, all right! 
Interesting, right?  Words can carry a different intonation and stuff, you know, different 
culture.  But, you know, you fool around, you say “hey negra, how are you doing”, somebody 
else could take offense to it.  But that's what they called my mother before when she was 
younger.  But yeah, I mean growing up in the neighborhood it was nice!  (Jansen) 
As Jansen described, at that time there were different gangs in Park Slope. 
But, the neighborhood was also a place where kids could spend the whole day 
in the street and run from one corner to the other, as every block used to have 
its “Mayor”. Park Slope was, in fact, a sort village, where you could find your 
block’s mayor, a person who is always outside, who knows everybody's 
                                                
39	  The	  Brooklyn	  Japan	  Karate	  Association	  in	  Park	  Slope,	  on	  Fifth	  Avenue.	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business and watching the kids run. At the same time, the neighborhood was 
a kind of wild space, where everyone was doing whatever. Jansen for 
instance, described to me a building right across his street that used to be 
some type of metal factory. They used to have pallets in their yard, and if you 
were walking up to the corner towards the electric plant, that was all 
rundown. “It was all rundown, it was like you didn't want to go over there” 
Jansen explained.  And if you did go over there they used to strip cars in the 
street.  People did mechanics work, they would do it over there by the 
cemetery.  They would run electricity from the poll to the street and “stuff like 
that” concludes Jansen (in Figure 8).  
Unless something is done, Park Slope is doomed to be stricken by the deadly 
“blight disease,” reported the Brooklyn Eagle in 1949 about the borough’s 
crisis40. As we saw in Chapter three, during the late 1950s-early 1960s, the 
pioneering movements led by the Ortners and other visionary residents,  
worked against abandoned properties, crime, sanitation issues and what they 
considered “inappropriate social behavior” in public spaces, like noise, drug 
dealing and consuming and similar questions. In fact, when the effect of those 
transformations in New York City as a whole emerged in Park Slope as the 
departure of upper-income families, they depict the neighborhood as “a 
cramping blight that threatens the civic health of the whole area” in their 
newsletter41. Effectively, as Osman described,  
The residential areas had obsolete housing that was a breeding ground 
for disease, crime and juvenile delinquency (...) [which] rates in Brooklyn 
Heights, Park Slope, Red Hook, and Fort Greene were 50 to 150 percent 
higher than the borough average; tuberculois rates and infant mortality 
rates were the highest in the borough (2011:61). 
 
                                                
40	  “Park	  Slope	  Survey	  Reveals	  It’s	  Ripe	  for	  ‘Blight	  Desease’,”	  published	  on	  The	  Brooklyn	  Eagle	  	  –	  March	  
10,	  1949.	  
41	  Park	  Slope	  Civic	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  newsletter	  Civic	  News,	  1960,	  XXIII	  (10):1,4.	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Figure 8, Jansen standing with a friend on the roof of a building in the 1980s. 
Photo kindly given to the author. 
 
Park Slope represented a “frontier territory” (as we saw in the paragraph 
3.4.2), were blue-collar Black, Hispanic, Irish, and Italian families dominated 
the social life of a community which was not consistently prosperous. “Vacant 
stores lined many sections of Fifth Avenue, and vacant and apparently 
abandoned buildings could be found even near Seventh Avenue. The city was 
recovering from fiscal crisis when even school crossing guards were being laid 
off” as reported by Merlis et al.  (1999:11). Indeed, ethnic tensions rose during 
this period, especially when Italians began to view Puerto Ricans as a threat. 
In the summer of 1973, street-skirmishes became quite violent, and it broke 
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into a grave riot on Fifth Avenue. Only one month before the New York City 
Landmarks Preservation Commission has designated Park Slope as an historic 
district. The rioting was happening just one block west from the border of the 
historic district, but at that time it was like a world away. In fact, it was that 
particular moment in the whole history of the city in which landlords 
burdened with high interest rates and taxes, increased pressure by institutions 
to improve conditions, and often conflicts with the nonwhite tenants 
abandoned their rental properties in droves. As Osman described, 
scores of desperate owners seeking insurance, along with some 
frustrated residents, deliberately burned down dilapidated buildings. 
Merchants shut down stores. By the mid-1970s, black and Latino sections 
of Brownstone Brooklyn appeared a tragic patchwork of abandoned 
wrecks of buildings sitting next to overcrowded tenements. On once-
bustling residential strips such as Fifth Avenue in Park Slope, scores of 
storefronts were empty. On other blocks children played in rubble-
strewn empty lots (2011:190). 
A similar picture was depicted by Kevin, one of my partners at the karate 
dojo: 
This part of the neighborhood, Sixth Avenue, and Fifth Avenue, and many of the building 
between Fifth and Sixth Avenues, and also between Fourth and Fifth Avenues, not so nice 
back then, now fixed up for a long time, maybe 25 years (ago) it improved. Neighborhood got 
richer, for a long time becoming more and more rich. So people had money and they could fix 
their houses. Or owner buys building and fixes it. Very good example is where I lived, Sixth 
Avenue and Twelve Street. Now it’s clean, neat, nice looking on that corner, but when I was 
growing up, it was all broken, broken glass and garbage, some drug dealers lived there, so not 
so nice, graffiti. Big part of neighborhood sort of in the corner, where Dojo is, on 5th Avenue 
those ten blocks or so, never changed, always dirty. About 20 years ago start to get better, and 
just the last ten years, much better. (Kevin, 55, born in the neighborhood, in Labor services 
representative and also a novel writer, interviewed in June 2011). 
There always have been narratives about the Italian mob in the past history of 
the neighborhood, like what Michelle de la Uz, Fifth Avenue Committee’s 
Director, told me one time “Al Capone used to live in this neighborhood, we 
actually have a building that Al Capone supposedly hung out in so…”. 
Seriously or not, especially the area across Fifth Avenue was in a state of 
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deterioration, with overcrowded dwellings, garbage all over and Puerto Rican 
guys holding alcoholic drinks twenty-four hours a day.   
I remember on my corner… OK we’ll hold that question and talk about the ‘ethnic strife’: the 
fear of other ethnic groups… I’ll talk about the context on my block, President St. about 
halfway between 5th and 6th. On the corners of my block now, on the east side of 5th avenue, 
and on the north and south side of President St., there’s a cat clinic, and there’s a Mexican 
restaurant that’s been there for a while, but not always. I don’t remember what was there 
before. The cat clinic was a bodega, which is like an alimentare42. It’s sort of like saying go 
down to the Pakistani. And there would always be some Latin guys, generally older, sitting in 
chairs outside the bodega. I have this image in my head of men with hats, chatting in Puerto 
Rican Spanish. That bodega was there for a long time. It lasted through some of the initial 
gentrification. At some point someone was shot and I think killed in front of that bodega. 
Someone was definitely shot there, maybe they were killed; that might just be my way of 
dramatizing it. Now the Mexican restaurant is on the ground floor of a big apartment 
building, which still has Latin folks hanging out outside. There are old folks that live in that 
building, and still sit outside, and when there’s warm weather, there’s a fire hydrant outside, 
and they’ll still open it up to have a sprinkler in front. And they’ll have BBQs on the 
weekends. It looks like low income. I’m sure they’re rent controlled. (...) So it was folks like 
that. These are people that you hear shouting from the street up to the window, and having 
conversations like that, really nice old neighborhood stuff. Then going ‘up slope,’ up east, from 
there are the brownstones. (...) One or two houses up from is a house that, for a long time, as I 
grew older, was empty, like abandoned. And then like five or ten years ago, whoever owned it 
finally got it together to gut it, renovate it, and how it’s a pretty nice house. I think when that 
was happening, I was finally old enough to ask or have a conversation, and probably one of my 
parents said, “Yeah, that was a crack house.” Crack house being a place where a dealer lives 
and you have people who are called ‘crack whores,’ who are prostitutes supporting their crack 
addictions, it being crack-cocaine. I don’t remember that from when I was a little kid, but 
that’s what it was. (Gregory, 29, born in the neighborhood, Performance Artist, researcher’s 
gatekeeper since February 2011).  
This memory was told to me by Gregory, my very first research’s gatekeeper, 
to give me an initial sense as to what some of the street danger was. “Brooklyn 
was the epicenter of a nationwide postwar epidemic of juvenile delinquency” 
as Osman points out (2011:49). It was the time when in Park Slope crime was 
an issue, and Fifth Avenue was a battleground of gangs. Groups of teenagers 
laid claim to their block, especially on Fifth Avenue, from Ninth Street going 
south. They were fighting their territory, sometimes just through visible signs 
on the street walls, like graffiti, sometimes making real noise in the 
neighborhood, as Gregory told me one time: 
                                                
42	  The	  interviewee	  used	  an	  Italian	  word	  to	  better	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  that	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  referring	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When I was a kid, past 9th street was different. And our friend Alec, who was closer with 
Andrew whose wedding I went to, Alec’s family has a house on 10th street between 6th and 
7th avenue. By the time we were older, we didn’t feel it so much, but when we were younger 
we used to feel like it was just outside. And our friend Rick (…) Rick’s parents have a house 
on either 11th, 12th or 13th, one of those streets, almost at the park, really nice houses, but it 
felt like a deserted area when we were little kids, at least to me, I mean they lived there, so it 
probably didn’t feel that way to them, at least not as much. (...) but that was more the places 
where we would run into other kids. I wouldn’t say they were gangs. They were people who as 
youths were more inclined to do more troublesome things, like violence, petty crime, and 
substance use in bigger or less socially acceptable ways. (...) There were definitely other 
groups of kids that would rough you up; you didn’t want to cross them on the street, because 
you’re going to get into some shit with them. I never got into any issues with them... locally 
on the street, physically. (Gregory).  
Also Karen, another research’s contact, affirmed that for white kids, especially 
girls, Park Slope could be a dangerous territory. As she used to live right 
across from Prospect Park, during her childhood she had a hazardous 
experience one time with her friends: 
I remember every once in a while - well there was a group of us, your parents wanted you to 
travel in a group - and we made this very stupid decision to walk all through Prospect Park 
rather than taking the train home.  At the time Prospect Park... Prospect Park is still, it’s a big 
park, so it was precarious.  You don’t go there and just start marching at certain times, but 
this was the middle of the day, and we were a group of kids and we decided to walk through 
and came upon another group of kids and got chased, you know, through the park.  Who 
knows?  They didn’t catch us, so I don’t know what would have happened but we were very 
scared and ran and jumped down a hill and rolled down the hill.  It was... at the time they 
were African-American kids.  So there was a big difference.  That was why they chased us: 
because we were all white!!  They even yelled something like, “Whitey!” or something crazy 
at the time.  It was a lot different.  Now there’s a lot more of a mix in the neighborhood as 
well. (Karen) 
Indeed, not just because its housing stock was nothing like as handsome as 
that further “up the Slope”, the South-Western part of the Slope was in every 
sense left behind by the success of the Gold Coast. In fact, while Seventh 
Avenue became a bustling commercial strip during this time, Fifth Avenue 
“witnessed a proliferation of crime during the 1970s as a result of narcotic 
trafficking”, where “the dangers associated retail stores and residents” (Merlis 
et al. 1999:13). Perhaps this is best expressed by Alice and Simon, whom used 
to live exactly at the very south end of the neighborhood. Simon moved there 
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in 1982, and when they got married in 1986 also Alice went there. As I already 
discussed they are still living in what is considered a warehouse: 
This building may go to the turn of the century.  It is a loft building, and it was at one time 
an organ factory. They build church organs, yeah.  Now it is where there are four units and 
artists have this building very agreeable as you can tell.  We have 65 feet from there to the 
front of the wall.  We have a large bedroom here and a small bedroom back there. (Alice) 
They share the warehouse with a filmmaker, two women who work for 
Amnesty International, another sculptor (like Simon) and a photographer; all 
middle-aged people. Interestingly, their risk perception of South Slope was 
not so high, as they were able to describe me illegal activities in their own 
building with no particular emphasis:    
Simon:  It was never unsafe.  We've... we've never been robbed.  Nobody in this building has 
been robbed.  
Alice:  Or mugged. 
S.:  Since I've been here.  So I wouldn't say it was really unsafe.  It was rougher then than it 
is now. 
A.:  We did have drug dealers in the vicinity. 
S.:  In the building. Yeah.  
A.:  In the building.  This is true, and also in the adjacent neighborhoods, even into the mid 
and late '90s.  Remember that Simon?  
S.:  Yes. 
Lidia:  Mmm, Okay.   
A.: The neighborhood was rougher and this street was shabby.  The street was shabby, there 
was a moving and storage company and there was for a long time, a vacant lot with weeds 
coming through the paving on the lot.  Do you remember that Simon, before they built the big 
apartment building down the street? It was a shabby street.  We didn’t mind.  For all sorts of 
reason, artists have often occupied rather shabby neighborhoods. 
L.:  Did you say you had a drug dealer in this building? 
S.:  Yes. 
L.:  Which kind of drug?   
A.:  He sold cocaine. 
L.:  And... and everybody knows... 
A.:  At that time there was only one doorbell in the building, and sometimes... two o’clock in 
the morning... there would be these really desperate-looking people.  Even after he moved out, 
I’ll never forget this one woman looked so urgent.  She's like, "Is Ken here??” -  "No, no.  He 
moved out — whatever — three weeks ago or two months ago."  "Well do you know where he 
is?  Do you know where I could find him?"  "No.  I think he went down to Florida."  "Well 
it's really important that I get a hold of him."  I think she needed a fix, that was my take on it; 
but yeah, he would have clients coming at all hours.  
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Taking into account that artists were probably more accustomed to live in 
precarious conditions, certainly the south-west part of the neighborhood 
witnessed a longer period of ruin, since it was not affected by the process of 
gentrification until the beginning of the 2000s. As either a Jamaican guy grew 
up there and a neighbor of Alice and Simon, Malik told me that he discovered 
what the gangs of Park Slope were when he was at school: 
Yeah, later on. When I went to junior high school and stuff and I was a part of this cop 
program, or whatever.  Because I was a good kid, they wanted me to go to this cop program, 
and it was just a cool program that, you know, help the kids understand what cops do, and all 
this other stuff. But, one of the cool things, we got to go inside of a precinct and they had this 
computer where they tell us who was in prison and everybody’s status, and stuff like that.  I 
asked them to look up my brother.  So they looked up my brother on the computer and they 
said he was probably in “The Hard Pack” and he was talking about how “The Hard Pack” 
was actually one of the biggest gangs in the Park Slope.  And it was really, a real gang that 
you couldn’t mess with because they would beat up people, and you know, steal from them, 
and stuff like that.  I was like, “Wow.” I didn’t realize that because my brother was, you 
know, he’s like a good guy.  I actually, one of the reason why I... so, I have like morals, and 
stuff is because of my brother.  Even though he was in a gang, it was really because of him 
that I have these morals. (Malik) 
In this way Malik discovered that one of his brothers was part of the biggest 
Park Slope’s gang, called the THP, The Hard Pack.  However, he clearly stated 
to me that he had no fear of those gangs, indeed he felt in some way a “street 
smart” kid, someone who knows very well his territory and learned from the 
street how to handle bad conditions, eventually understanding how to deal 
with daily situations and how to act with people around him.  
Yeah so, I think that’s what helped with my upbringing as well too because I’m not really 
scared of anybody.  I’m not saying I’m not cautious or whatever, but I am like, okay I have to 
be aware of it, but at the same time, it’s like – so again, it’s like Park Slope, okay you have 
these whites, you have Caucasian, Hispanic people, you have gangs.  You know, you have all 
these people.  It was great growing up in Park Slope because of the fact that you got to really 
know how to talk to people.  Even learn Spanish!! (Malik)  
In a paradoxical way, parallel to these south-west questions was the 
renaissance of north-east part of the neighborhood. In this light, the 1973 
historic district designation was part of a broader effort to revive interest in 
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the neighborhood. The 1960s Betterment Committee43 stressed that for what 
you would pay for a two-room apartment in Manhattan, you could buy a 
whole brownstone in Park Slope. They were trying to get “desirable people” 
in the neighborhood, like teachers, artists, and young professionals, people 
who probably had never thought to own a house in the city before. Moreover, 
these were exactly the kinds of people whose business the banks should be 
clamoring for: well-educated people with good jobs. None of them was really 
rich, they were – or were destined to be – highly productive members of the 
middle class. As a result, not only there was a general public opposition to 
redlining44, but the bankers’ stance softened, and mortgages became easier to 
get. 
In this process, the Brooklyn Union Gas Company also played a crucial role. 
In fact, in the same period the company promoted its “Cinderella Program”, 
to help the renovation of hundred of buildings within the Brooklyn Union Gas 
service area. Indeed they demonstrated with the first “Cinderella show 
house” how comfortably a middle-class family could live in a renovated 
brownstone which featured all-gas appliances. Together with the newborn 
Brownstone Revival Coalition lead by Everett Ortner, the Brooklyn Union 
began to promote “the brownstones way of living” in many ways. They 
hosted the annual Brooklyn Brownstone in the company’s headquarter Fair on 
Montague Street, they produced films like “The Brownstones of Brooklyn” 
and “Cinderella of Berkeley Place”. They also established a Brownstone 
Information Center, which used to offer workshops and lectures, and they 
sponsored for thirteen years the “Back to the City” conferences across the 
whole country, promoting a new vision of the urban life. And just like that, 
                                                
43	  See	  paragraph	  3.4	  
44	   The	   term	   “redlining”	  was	   coined	   in	   the	   late	   1960s	   by	   John	  McKnight,	   a	  Northwestern	  University	  
sociologist	  and	  community	  activist.	  It	  refers	  to	  the	  practice	  of	  marking	  a	  red	  line	  on	  a	  map	  to	  delineate	  
the	  area	  where	  banks	  would	  not	  invest.	  As	  Aalbers	  explains,	  redlining	  can	  be	  defined	  as	  the	  rejection	  
of	  mortgage	  loan	  applications	  solely	  on	  the	  basis	  of	  place;	  that	  is,	  lenders	  consider	  certain	  area	  high-­‐
risk,	  which	  implies	  that	  even	  low-­‐risk	  applicants	  would	  be	  rejected	  (2011:	  3).	  
 
 
 
 
 
Chapter	  4	   GIVE	  ME	  A	  BREAK!	  I’M	  FROM	  BROOKLYN,	  WE’RE	  NOT	  FANCY	  
119	  
what it was an urban village mostly inhabited by workers was evolving 
towards something else, losing step by step its authentic community 
characteristics: 
It was that type of thing where you took care of your space, you took care of your area, you 
had some pride.  Like hey you know if somebody came and they sat in your stoop you knew 
you didn't belong there, they'd look out the window, you know what I mean. (Jansen) 
Nearly half a century after, a blighted neighborhood was finally ready for 
improvement, ending a bitter Chapter in Park Slope’s development history. 
4.2.2 Preserving the urban treasure 
In two decades, our efforts will lead to the Park 
Slope Historic District reaching its ultimate 
proportions. Only this action will ensure that it 
remains one of the truly great places to live in 
the United States, the largest historic district in 
New York City, and a place that future 
generations will appreciate as much as we do. As 
the Ortners did for us, this is the legacy that we 
will leave to them. 
The Chair of the NYC Historic District Committee, 
Peter Bray, on the Park Slope Civic Council News - 
July 2012. 
 
As I have discussed in the previous Chapter, the urban design process of Park 
Slope was achieved by the establishing of a unique architecture that features 
charming Victorian brownstones, townhouses and apartments, as well as the 
aesthetically pleasing public places and vistas like the monumental Grand 
Army Plaza or the named streets on its north. Identifiable landmarks and focal 
points are connected to the 526-acres of Prospect Park, which offers 
recreational areas, a zoo, a bandstand, ponds, a lagoon and picnic grounds. 
Nearby are the Brooklyn Museum and the Brooklyn Botanic Garden. Other 
key elements of place-making include: two lively commercial avenues (the 
Fifth and the Seventh), the nation’s largest member-owned and operated food 
co-op, five subway stops and two bus routes and some activist community 
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projects, like restoring bluestone sidewalks, hosting the first citywide 
household hazardous-waste collection day, and an intensive recycling 
program. This contributes to a stimulating cultural scene and a family-
friendly ambiance. Today, Park Slope is considered one of New York City's 
most desirable neighborhoods.  
“Park Slope is like this paradise where everything is safe and everything is 
perfect” – told me another of my research’s contact I will soon introduce,   
However, New York in the 70s was a very different time, and back then the mentality was 
much different.  There was more crime.  You accepted more problems.  There was more 
abandoned houses, there was more drug-dealing.  The cops were a little overwhelmed.  There 
was a lot of robberies.  Martin Luther King was killed; there was a rioting going on, and the 
Puerto Ricans – there was clashes between the Puerto Ricans and the Italians on Fifth Avenue 
because the Italians, that was their area, and they resented the fact that the Puerto Ricans 
were moving in, so that got very violent, but that was something that we didn't want to be 
involved with at all.  It was much better as you got towards Eighth Avenue; a little more 
stable, a little more middle-class. (Mr. Park Slope) 
Despite such an initial, terrible, socio-economic configuration, Park Slope in 
2007 was selected as “one of 10 Great Neighborhoods in America” by the 
American Planning Association, "for its architectural and historical features 
and its diverse mix of residents and businesses, all of which are supported 
and preserved by its active and involved citizenry”. Indeed, in 2010, it was 
ranked number 1 in New York by the New York Magazine citing “its quality 
public schools, dining, nightlife, shopping, access to public transit, green 
space, quality housing, safety, and creative capital, among other aspects.” This 
terrific shift, of course, is the “result” of social, economic, cultural and political 
dimension of the gentrification process, but what it is important at this point 
is that the big change occurred when it was established the Historic District. 
Back again to 1973, the neighborhood’s revival was driven and galvanized by 
the effort of the first group of pioneer gentrifiers who promoted the landmark 
designation. See an excerpt of the original 1973 designation report in Figure 9.  
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Figure 9, The original 1973 Park Slope Historic Designation Report, an excerpt. 
Source: Landmark Preservation Commission, City of New York, July 1973. 
  
"No neighborhood in America has a finer and more intact collection of late 
19th-century row houses than Park Slope," notes architectural historian and 
Columbia University professor Andrew Dolkart. "Block after block is virtually 
unaltered, with houses ranging from grand townhouses designed by 
Brooklyn's leading architects to long rows of vernacular speculator-built 
housing designed by the obscure architects who provided character to so 
many urban neighborhoods.45" Those discourses together with the built fabric 
have contributed to the raise of the “beauty” of Park Slope, giving it the 
reputation of one of the most livable places in New York City.  
Besides, without the Civic Council, the Park Slope we know today would not 
exist. In the 1950s and 1960s, they organized to stop urban renewal’s 
bulldozers, fought bank redlining, planted thousands of trees, and launched 
their annual House Tour to present Park Slope as an alternative to would-be 
suburbanites. In 1973, they “secured” the neighborhood’s future with the 
designation of the Park Slope Historic District. Indeed, this helped safeguard 
its character in their push for the city’s first “downzoning,” passed in 2003. 
The Park Slope Civic Council of all the long-term community institutions 
studied is one of the oldest. Established in 1896, has always been concerned 
                                                
45	  Source:	  American	  Planning	  Association	  website	  (op.	  cit.).	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with neighborhood improvement issues and preservation of the historic 
architectural sites. As we can clearly see in the home page of their website: 
The Park Slope we know and love, did not just happen. It was preserved, 
protected, and nurtured by dedicated volunteers. Today, the far-sighted 
pioneers of the Park Slope Civic Council have been joined by a new 
generation of activists, committed to defending our great urban 
neighborhood and to making it even better. Join us! Become a member of 
the Civic Council46.  
As they remark, Park Slope Civic Council nurtures, defends, celebrates, and 
invigorates a community they “call home”. Claiming on the beauty and 
craftsmanship of the neighborhood structures, preservationists in Park Slope 
keep the architectural integrity of residential designs alive. As indicated at the 
end of Chapter 3, the pioneers campaigned to “change the image and the 
reputation” of Park Slope from a dangerous, blight, and stuffy place to a 
neighborhood with a certain aesthetic historical character; I would say an 
authentic aesthetics. Aging Victorian blocks, food cooperatives, community 
gardens, farmers’ markets, independent bookshops, together with a flavor of 
diversity which could be found in ethnic restaurants and stores, they all 
constituted an authentic sense of community. Moreover, on April 17th 2012, 
the New York Landmarks Preservation Commission (LPC) has voted unanimously 
to approve the first expansion of the Park Slope Historic District, making it the 
largest such zone in the city. This vote grants historic-district protection to 580 
buildings in the South Slope, giving long overdue recognition to this part of 
the neighborhood. The extension stretches from approximately Seventh Street 
to 15th Street, from Seventh to Eighth Avenues, and along 15th Street from 
Eighth Avenue to Prospect Park West and Bartel Pritchard Square47 (See the 
map of the Historic District in Figure 10). 
	  
                                                
46	  Source:	  Main	  page	  http://parkslopeciviccouncil.org/	  Accessed	  on	  May	  2012.	  
47	   The	   new	   extension	   includes	   the	   Pavilion	   Theater,	   whose	   owner	   sought	   to	   exempt	   it	   from	   the	  
district,	  thereby	  ensuring	  the	  building’s	  survival	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Figure 10, Map of the Historic District in Park Slope. 
Source: New York Landmarks Preservation Commission, Park Slope Designation 
report (2012). 	  
In addition to its iconic brownstones, the South Slope includes the Ansonia 
Clock Works, as well as blocks of row houses for the workers who produced 
its famous clocks. LPC’s action celebrates not only an important part of the 
neighborhood’s storied industrial past, but also the contribution that sensitive 
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adaptive reuse can make toward preserving its vitality and historic character. 
The expanded district now totals 2,575 protected buildings, surpassing the 
2,315 structures in the previously largest historic district, in Greenwich 
Village. If on one side the expansion reflects five years of advocacy and 
outreach by the Civic Council and many volunteers in Park Slope; on the 
other it underlines the increase in the importance of South Slope and confirms 
the evolution of the gentrification process toward this area. In this respect, a 
next phase of the historic expansion is already planned and is focused on 
blocks in the North Slope (overlooking Flatbush Avenue) which include many 
of the neighborhood’s oldest structures (See a photo collection of South Slope 
in the late 1990s in Plate III). 
On the whole, the historic district encompasses a 100-block area of late 
Nineteen century brownstones unmatched for their wood paneling, 
handsome fireplaces, parquet floors, stained-glass windows, and doors. In 
addition, wrought iron railings and working gas lights handsomely offset 
richly embellished facades, as we can see in Figure 11. Non-period houses are 
remarkably few in this area. The current effort began in 2007 when a group of 
Civic Council trustees and members took action after growing concerned 
about the assaults on the neighborhood’s historical and architectural integrity, 
both real and threatened. These dangers stemmed from Atlantic Yards, the 
upzoning of Fourth Avenue48 and of Park Slope’s two major commercial 
thoroughfares and new developments springing up like weeds in the South 
Slope. Seemingly in the blink of an eye, the solidity of the streetscape, 
embodied in bricks and brownstone, seemed to the Park Slope 
preservationists fragile and ephemeral, as we can argue from the words of the 
president of the Brooklyn’s Borough, Marty Markowitz:  
                                                
48	  See	  the	  next	  Chapter.	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This demonstrated respect of Park Slope as an architecturally significant 
and stunning neighborhood. Such tireless efforts ensure that as Brooklyn 
grows it does so in a way that strikes the right balance between 
preserving the character of some of our most beautiful historic areas 
while also planning for our bright future.49 
Figure 11, Gas lamps from the curb of a north-east block in Park Slope. 
Photo by Mark Ovaska for the Wall Street Journal50 
  
More importantly, accordingly to Justa (1984), the Civic Council has always 
demonstrated to act as a “catalyst” for the formation of new groups that 
committed to improve specific problem areas. For example, it spawned the 
Seventh Avenue Betterment Committee (7ABC), the United Block Association 
of Park Slope (UBA), the Triangle Parks Improvement Committee, the Fifth 
Avenue Committee (FAC), the Revitalization of the Southern Area of the 
Slope (ROSAs) and, in part, the Park Slope Improvement Committee (PSIC). 
Among them, I focused my attention on the Revitalization of the Southern 
Area of the Slope group - the ROSAs – which broadened the interests for the 
                                                
49	  Source:	  Letter	  of	  congratulation	  sent	  by	  the	  Borough	  President	  Marty	  Markowitz	  to	  the	  Park	  Slope	  
Civic	  Council	  on	  April	  20th	  2012,	  published	  on	  the	  website	  http://parkslopeciviccouncil.org	  –	  Accessed	  
on	  May	  2012.	  
50	  “Burning	  Affection	  for	  Park	  Slope's	  Gas	  Lamps”	  article	  by	  Anne	  Miller,	  published	  on	  The	  Wall	  Street	  
Journal	  –	  2	  November	  2010.	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rehabilitation in the southern Slope. Their main goal was to “point out the 
affordability and beauty” of that area (Justa 1984:235). From 1977 to 1980 they 
promoted landmark and architecturally outstanding buildings by publishing 
a “how-to-renovate” newsletter or conducting the famous annual Civic 
Council house tour in that part of the neighborhood. This action had also the 
aim to increase awareness about the “wrong perception” that Park Slope 
ended at Ninth Street. They were also supportive of co-operative conversions 
in the south, and more generally the group was able to create interests to 
attract Manhattan real estate people into their rehabilitation projects.  
If the Civic Council mission is to keep Park Slope one of America’s great 
urban communities, they are also involved in many other things; there is the 
annual Halloween Parade (the largest children’s parade in New York City), 
the semi-annual Civic Sweep, and the more than $10,000 in grants and 
scholarships each year to neighborhood organizations and local high school 
seniors. And there’s more. They are committed with the promotion of 
sustainability initiatives, and they have a specific committee which is working 
on the re-making of Fourth Avenue a grand, beautiful, and safe boulevard51. 
This is what Mr. Park Slope explained to me; of course it is not his real name, 
but it is how people on his Ninth Street Gold Coast block usually call him. He 
has been living there since he was born, indeed he was president of the Civic 
Council of Park Slope, and he is now a Judge at the New York State Supreme 
Court.  
When I first became President, the start of the year in September 2001 and 9/11 happened all 
in the same year,  yeah... and it effected this area a lot.  I think there were ten firemen that died 
in the firehouse and the neighborhood was very shocked.  We were working on the candlelight 
vigil.  Yeah we played the role like spontaneously to organize everybody, so that we can help 
with the nation and everything.  That was totally surprising, because we were use to the 
normal activities.   Things like trying to fix problems like trash on the street, or crime issues 
or raise monies for organizations.  Each year we have a parade and Halloween for the children.  
The parade was organized twenty years ago, and now it has grown to an annual event each 
                                                
51	  See	  Chapter	  5	  for	  a	  complete	  discussion	  of	  new	  land	  plans	  on	  Fourth	  Avenue	  in	  Park	  Slope.	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year.   It goes down 7th Avenue and they also have a house tour.  You can find some of the 
most beautiful houses in the area.  Everyone can pay $50 and then they can go and visit all of 
the houses.  One of the more interesting things, I had heard from a friend that an organization 
had converted armories into athletic facilities.  There’s an armory on Fifteenth Street and it’s 
pretty much an empty building.  The city put a women’s homeless shelter in part of it which 
is still there.  The empty area where the military use to practice and train, well they don’t use 
that anymore, so we arrange for this organization to tell us what they were trying to do.  It 
was a very interesting plan to turn the armory into an athletic facility, including the track, 
but it took a lot of years for it to happen. I was the President of the YMCA also, since I was 
the president of the Civic Council.  I was pretty much in a good spot because I was very 
enthusiastic about the armory becoming an athletic facility, and the city said we have to find 
someone to operate it and the only one that’s interesting in it is the YMCA.  Luckily, the 
YMCA stepped up to organize and operate it.  Because it’s not a big money making operation 
but it rather loses money but it’s a good thing for the community.  I don’t use it, but it’s nice 
to know that it’s in the community.  And the school uses it during the day.  There are a lot of 
school children that don’t have a gym to play so they can go there and utilize it.  So, I’m 
pretty proud of that.  (Mr. Park Slope, 52, born in the neighborhood, State of New York 
Supreme Court Judge, interviewed in March 2012). 
The Civic Council has a solid record of working effectively with civic 
organizations in other communities, on the premise that very few local issues 
are confined to one community and the larger the community that works 
together, the better are the chances of getting real results. The Civic Council is 
a founding stakeholder member of the Grand Army Plaza Coalition and 
Brooklyn peaks (concerned with Atlantic Yards), and it is well represented on 
the Borough President’s Fourth Avenue Task Force. And the Civic Council 
works with the two business improvement districts (BIDs) in our community 
(North Flatbush and Park Slope Fifth Avenue), and the merchants who are 
exploring forming a BID on Seventh Avenue. All these efforts are entirely 
volunteer driven, from the grassroots up. Moreover, Mr. Park Slope told me 
about the beginning of the ROSAs group, the Revitalization of the Southern 
Area of the Slope: 
They don't exist anymore, but they felt that the Civic Council, that I was part of, didn't 
consider the South Slope to be Park Slope, that they ended at Ninth Street, so it was like a 
class rivalry, or a snobbery, or elitism.  This is back in the 70s, and the Civic Council wholly 
concerned themselves with the North Slope.  In South Slope, they had a lot of issues with 
crime and drugs and abandoned houses, so they formed their own group, ROSAs, and they 
had a very active group of architects and lawyers, and they established their own 
organization. At the same time, the development moved towards the South Slope, so they 
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helped accomplish the revitalization of the South Slope. Then they decided that they had 
accomplished their goal, so the two groups merged into the Civic Council, and the Civic 
Council considers the entire slope to be Park Slope. (Mr. Park Slope) 
Although the council and ROSAs have never taken any position itself in 
relation to gentrification and displacement, housing-market costs had 
accelerated so much during the period from 1978 to 1883 that larger numbers 
of local residents were being affected. At the same time, by 1981, and 1982, 
local media was extremely supportive of this long-term neighborhood 
constituency and highly critical to the gentrifiers (Justa 1984:213). This forced 
the Park Slope Civic Council to take a more conciliatory role, between the 
supporter of gentry has “those people who contribute to the upgrading of a 
neighborhoods’ appearance” or as “people absorbed in the short-run 
aspirations to make neighborhood reputation a marketable substance”. 
Members of ROSAs too began to revaluate their strategies and in spring 1983 
they moderated their progentrification rubric: 
We try to work now on a on-to-one strategy. We call up owners of vacant 
buildings to see if they are willing to sell and we try to make connections 
and deals for renovation. That’s our main strategy, and we do it very 
quietly. We have our members involved in community Board Six and we 
publish a newsletter to improve our credibility and maintain contacts 
within the neighborhood. Unfortunately moving in the direction of a 
clearinghouse has been detrimental because... but we’ve stepped back 
and become a clearinghouse rather than doing projects in response to 
and because of this gentrification thing (Justa 1984:238). 
However, in both institutions, individual members continued to pursue their 
housing-development work. During the 1970s, such organizations focused to 
improve the neighborhood and were accepted and supported by community 
and government institutions for their effort. They believe that attracting 
investment was the best strategy to ensure a strong viable environment in 
Park Slope. Moreover, they create a set of “community values” that were 
widely respected and “morally accepted”. Only at the beginning of the 1980s, 
when public opinion in the neighborhood – shaped by local press and 
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community anti-displacement groups – saw the deleterious effects of 
resettlement processes, was the progentrification model challenged. 
4.3 The Nineties. ORGANIZING, as Fuel for Action 
Where Can I Live? was a 30-minute film documentary52 that tells the story of 
three community activists in Park Slope, fighting for their homes against a 
rising tide of real estate development that was forcing out many of their 
friends and neighbors53 (See a still photo in Figure 12). The film director Erik 
Lewis, astounded by rent levels in the last three years in Park Slope [from 
1980 to 1983], decided to show on film a real-life housing crisis situation, and 
the effects it had on long-time residents. This opening scene sets the tone of 
what – beyond a film – was the story of combative residents surrounded on all 
sides by a community in the advanced stages of gentrification. 
“¡Soy muy orgulloso!” (I am very proud!), the woman says passionately. 
She is proud of being a hard –working law-abiding American citizen. Yet 
she has just been served with a dispossess notice for her apartment, and 
she is very angry. 
As portrayed in the video, the residents of Thirteenth Street were mostly Latin 
and Afro-Asian-Americans. The few white tenants included a young couple 
who were evicted (from their less than six-unit building) apparently in 
retaliation for their organizing efforts. “There is a heavy racial aspect [to 
gentrification],” said Lewis, the film director to (Swann 1983). “But the 
fundamental thing is whatever can make the money.” In any case, the struggle 
itself it seems it was a unifying force in that it confronted everyone with the 
reality of their common dilemma. 
                                                
52	  Erik	  Lewis,	  Where	  Can	  I	  Live?	  A	  Story	  of	  Gentrification,	  Color,	  32	  minutes.	  New	  York:	  Cinema	  Guild,	  
1983.	  
53	  Source:	  Planners	  Network	  newsletter,	  43,	  December	  19,	  1983.	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Figure 12, A still photo from the documentary film “Where Can I Live? A Story of 
Gentrification”54. 
  
4.3.1 From Community Activism to Political Action. Introducing the FAC 
The Fifth Avenue Committee (FAC) has worked now for thirty-five years to 
revitalize the lower part of Park Slope , building affordable housing, 
rehabbing dilapidated buildings and training residents to own cooperative 
businesses in the neighborhood. The success of these efforts has forced them 
into unanticipated arenas, including a Displacement Free Zone campaign—
their fierce effort to defend tenants within the 38-block neighborhood from 
evictions; and a local and state policy campaign with other New York City 
organizations to give landlords incentives to keep their tenants in place and to 
require developers to include affordable housing in market-rate 
developments. 
Nowadays, FAC is a not-for-profit, community-based organization serving 
the South Brooklyn communities of Park Slope, Red Hook, Gowanus, and 
                                                
54	   Source:	   “A	  Video	   Tale	   of	   Brooklyn’s	  Gentrification”	   article	   by	   Pat	   Swann	  published	  on	  City	   Limits	  
magazine	  –	  December	  1983	  
'Where Can I Live' 
A Video Tale of Brooldya's Gealrificalioa 
"WHERE CAN I UVEn_ A story of gen-
trification. Videotape by Erik Lewis. Col-
or. Running time, 32 minutes. Rates for 
community and tenant organizations 
One-half inch cassette, $35 purchase; three-
quarter inch cassette, $60. Write or call: 
Erik Lewis Productions, 549-2nd St., 
Brooklyn, NY ll215, (2l2) 788-0254. 
By Pat Swann 
"iSoy muy orgulloso!,,("I am very proud!), 
the woman says passionately. She is proud 
of being a hard-working law-abiding 
American citizen. Yet she has just been 
served with a dispossess notice for her 
apartment, and she is very angry. 
This opening scene sets the tone for the 
new documentary videotape, "Where Can 
I Live," which opened at a screening on 
November 19th at La Talleramericano. 
"Where Can I Live" is the story of the com-
bative residents of a block in the Park Slope 
section of Brooklyn, surrounded on all sides 
by a community in the advanced stages of 
gentrification. 
The story began three years ago when the 
owner of two buildings on the block began 
pressuring tenants to relocate. He used 
various means of persuasion, including 
violence. After doing some research, the 
tenants discovered that a group of investors 
headed by the same owner had purchased 
several other properties on the block: six 
buildings that had been occupied were now 
vacant. In a few months, these speculators 
had transformed the block from a vibrant 
lively place to one dominated by empty 
buildings. 
As Ibon Muhammed, an organizer 
fearu'fed in the film, says: "It's part of the 
American Dream to come in and be able to 
work, be able to afford your own home and 
have a safe community ... There's nothing 
wrong with that ... But they're not satisfied 
with owning a building, they want to come 
in and buy a whole community." 
Erik Lewis, who produced "Where Can 
I Live; has been a Brooklyn resident for the 
past twelve years, but he was astounded by 
rent levels when he moved to Park Slope 
three years ago. He decided he wanted to 
personalize the housing crisis by portraying 
on film a real-life housing crisis situation, 
and the effects it had on long-time residents. 
In putting the video together, he was for-
tunate to have the commitment 
of Children/Youth Development Service, a 
local community service agency ad-
ministered by the Sisters of the Good 
Shepherd. 
Was there a predetermined message he 
wanted to communicate? "The best way for 
a filmmaker to operate," says Lewis, "is to 
without a final conclusion. To use 
film as an inv stigative process so that the 
filmmaker and the audience begin to see a 
conclusion as a result." 
"A Factor of th  Marketplace" 
This open-ended approach translates on 
film as a pervasive feeling of spontaneity. 
Although there is a good deal of drama in 
"Where Can I Live," including a demonstra-
tion at Brooklyn Housing Court, an im-
promptu sidewalk interview with a judge 
and a block "sweep" party, these events never 
seem rehearsed or staged for the benefit of 
the cl}l'Oera. Interspersed with events are in-
te1'Vfews with an assortment of real estate 
professionals who provide their interpreta-
tions of the dynamics at work in the 
neighb rhood. In the words of Park Slope 
realtor John Noonan, "It's a factor of the 
marketplace." 
The absence of rhetoric also adds to the 
film's spontaneity. For example, the issue of 
racism is implicitly raisedwithout allowing 
ideological fine-points to intrude: i.e. to 
what extent is gentrification a racist 
phenomenon as opposed to an expression of 
class oppression. As portrayed in the video, 
the residents of 13th Street are mostly Third 
21 
World people: Latjn, Afro-Asian-
Americans. The few white tenants include 
a young couple who are evicted their 
less than six-unit building) apparently in 
retaliation for their organizing efforts. 
There's a heavy racial aspect [to 
trificatiQn] ," says Lewis. "But the fundamen-
tal thing is whatever can make the money." 
In any case, the struggle itself was a unify-
ing force in that it confronted everyone with 
the reality of their common dilemma. 
"Where Can I Live" is especially reveal-
ing about the critical role played by the 
women of the community. Leaders such a 
Elba Rodriguez are featured prominently 
and it is the special quality of their strength 
that moved me the most. 
No doubt people will respond in different 
ways to "Where Can I Live." I found it very 
appealing, both personally and professional ... 
ly. On a personal level, I was touched by the 
earnest determination of its characters. And 
as a housing advocate, I appreciate its 
significance as a success story: with few ex-
ceptions, the residents of 13th Street who 
were there at the beginning, are still there. 
Still, it doesn't minimize the price of 
success. 
Unfortunately "Where Can I Live" will 
probably not be coming soon to a theatre 
near you. Hopefully, tenant associations, 
community groups and other unconVen-
tional forums will provide .this meaningful 
production with an audience. 0 
Pat Swann is a community planner at the 
Pratt Institute Center for Community and 
Environmental Development who also lWJrb 
on media issues. She served as a consultanl 
to the producer of "Where Can I Live.· 
CITY LIMITS/December 1983 
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Sunset Park. FAC began in 1977 as a group of neighbors "working together for 
a vibrant, diverse community where all residents have genuine opportunities 
to achieve their goals, as well as the power to shape the community's future," 
according to the group's mission statement. When FAC was founded, that 
area of Park Slope was full of vacant lots and abandoned buildings. 
Businesses and residents were fleeing the community, taking jobs and hope 
with them. FAC has revitalized Lower Park Slope by developing more than 
600 units of affordable housing for low and moderate-income families in over 
100 buildings.  In 1979, FAC helped to convert 2500 sq. foot rubbish-filled lot 
at 20 Lincoln Place into a community garden, where the residents of President 
Street created the President Street Community Garden. At the same time, FAC 
launched a campaign to prevent displacement of low and moderate income 
tenants. In 1980, FAC renovated its first building, 104 St. Mark's Place, as part 
of its Sweat Equity program55, and hosted a tour by City Council members 
and other elected officials in order to pressure the City to expand and 
streamline the program. The Committee also held the “Fifth Avenue Tenants 
Union Conference” and residents’ actions like “Operation Clean Sweep” 
which brought together neighbors and block associations all along the 
corridor to show their pride in their community and lobby for better 
Sanitation services. Only in 1981 FAC members organize two major hearings 
on the vast, vacant block of Baltic Street, rallying community support for the 
Park Slope Village plan, involving 44 3-family homes, the Key Food 
Supermarket, renovations to school P.S. 133, the creation of a permanent Baltic 
Street Garden, and many other actions in support of national, anti-redlining 
campaigns. 
                                                
55The	  Sweat	  Equity	  program	  began	  as	  a	  response	  to	  the	  New	  York	  City’s	  budget	  crisis,	  its	  ownership	  of	  
a	   massive	   stock	   of	   in-­‐rem	   housing,	   a	   growing	   demand	   for	   low-­‐income	   housing,	   and	   resident-­‐led	  
initiatives	   to	   rehabilitate	   abandoned	   buildings.	   In	   exchange	   for	   labor	   performed	   by	   prospective	  
tenants,	  the	  city	  offered	  one	  percent	  interest	  rates	  on	  30-­‐year	  mortgages	  for	  the	  gut	  rehabilitation	  of	  
city-­‐owned	   abandoned	  buildings.	  Despite	   positive	   support	   from	  President	   Jimmy	  Carter,	   along	  with	  
financing	  from	  four	  major	  New	  York	  banks,	  by	  1980	  the	  program	  was	  defunct.	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Fifth Avenue Committee was “officially” founded in 1978, organized in 1977.  
That is a particular moment in time in the history of gentrification of the 
neighborhood, and it certainly at that moment in time there was redlining 
going on in the community. Banks were not lending for home improvements, 
insurance was not insuring properties, the city of New York was going 
through a bankruptcy process and then the Mayor reached out to the Federal 
Government, and the Federal Government said “forget it”, basically. So, FAC 
very early in the Park Slope’s history did both community organizing and 
advocacy focus; specifically on neighborhood revitalization and neighborhood 
decision making, and bricks and mortar projects that primarily benefited 
working class, and that point lower, middle-class families. FAC develops and 
manages affordable housing, creates employment opportunities for local 
residents, organizes residents and workers for political action, provides adult 
education, and combats gentrification and displacement through a variety of 
strategies that combine community development, grassroots organizing and 
skills-building to help residents control the destiny of their own 
neighborhoods. To have a sense of the FAC’s perspective, I had a talk with 
Michele de la Uz, who has been the committee’s Director since 2003, but has 
also been part of the Brooklyn independent democrats and participated in 
community board and civic council meetings hundreds of times since she 
moved to Park Slope in the 1990s.  
So when I lived on Fifth Avenue and First Street I lived in a rent regulated building and 
ended up - it was an open house and I went there and I just applied like anybody else but at 
the time there was a institute for community living was opening supportive housing a block 
away. And at the time I was working in supportive housing, working with individuals who 
were formerly homeless with mental illness so I knew exactly the kind of housing they were 
going to build, I knew exactly what it was for, I knew exactly how it would be run and the 
neighborhood was up in arms about “how could you possibly put individuals with drug”…  
you know the progressive mind-set couldn’t say no that they didn’t want poor, recovering 
addicts next to them and so you know it was patronizing, right,  and so instead they said “oh 
you don’t want to locate them on Fifth Avenue because there are drugs on Fifth Avenue and if 
you have people with drug addiction on Fifth Avenue then you are not helping them” and so I 
said okay so let’s follow your heart… this is a community meeting, right, where I'm basically, 
you know, sharing… you know what I'm saying… let me understand your argument. So in 
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order to be helpful to these individuals you don’t want them to site this facility on this block 
because they might be more likely to relapse because there's drug activity on this block so let’s 
follow that thinking… So you're saying that you would be okay with this being sited on 
Eighth Avenue and First Street because there's less drug activity there? And they are all like 
“oh no, no, no, no!!” And so, they quite quickly, you can very quickly kind of, you know, 
uncover the true prejudices and biases of people… you know like the… it would helpful if 
people would just own their bias and their prejudice rather than try to mask it with some level 
of progressive thinking or certain… certain thinking. (Michelle de la Uz, 44, Fifth Avenue 
Committee’s Director, interviewed in April 2012) 
  
Those are the motives why FAC is a community development corporation 
that goes beyond traditional housing development. Its programs are national 
models for partnering with community residents to create affordable housing 
and living-wage employment, form community benefit agreements with 
developers, and enable individuals returning from prison to rejoin society. It 
organizes diverse grassroots leaders to impact their elected officials and to 
have more control over their lives. And it’s born there, in Park Slope, from the 
struggle to stop tenant displacement. Those are the reasons why FAC is about 
neighborhood residents, working with a local community group, doing what 
is often thought impossible: confronting the supposedly inexorable and 
inevitable logic of the free market that drives rental housing prices. And, it is 
about these residents learning to take a policy approach to the problem of 
displacement in order to make the market work for the neighborhood.  
As it builds leadership at the community level, FAC has also been able to 
create and help mobilize a powerful political action network. As de la Uz said 
to me, “without the committee Park Slope would be a lot less diverse today, 
and, that’s to say, a lot less affordable. They created an environment where 
people's personal experiences can be translated into real policy objectives and 
then into electoral politics". In fact, as the neighborhood changes and the 
incomes between the lowest income people and the highest income people 
become more and more separated the understanding of the need for 
affordable housing was changing too. “Support” could be a well-oiled 
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concept, but not in their backyard! So that was the political challenge that FAC 
faced back then. It happened, for instance, when the committee was siting 
supportive housing on Fifth Avenue and Sixteen Street which was going to 
house formerly homeless people with serious and persistent mental illness. 
Before that, they already did extensive outreach, they had supportive housing 
on Warren Street, they invited people to the open houses, and meanwhile 
there were four people purposely spreading lies on that. They were four 
landlords who had recently purchased property in the neighborhood from 
$800 to $1,000, they spent a lot of money, and so they were very concerned 
about their property values. They actually said that it was going to be a 
prison; they said that only Black men were going to live there, or that it was 
going to be a methadone clinic and all kinds of things, especially in public 
meetings. Indeed Michelle de la Uz felt persecuted by them:   
Actually, they physically threaten my life, to the point I was like I thought that when I came 
out of my building on President Street that I actually might get jumped. That’s like… I 
thought these are educated people who were operating out of fear and ignorance and when the 
opportunity was presented for them to become less fearful and less ignorant, they actually 
refused. (…) We had a meeting there after the building had been open about eight months and 
one of the key people who was against the project said to me “I don’t even notice that this 
building is here, I've never had any issues whatsoever”. So it was like, whoosh, you know 
firestorm of information and rumors without a lot of information! (Michele de la Uz, on the 
same interview) 
Another aspect to keep in mind is that most of the property in Park Slope are 
not rent regulated. The tenants do not have any additional protections so that 
they’re more likely to be displaced.  Here, any building with fewer than six 
units are exempt from rent stabilization laws56, which means that as long as 
the tenant is not rent controlled, the landlord can raise the rent at any time. In 
1999, the FAC undertook a survey of how many small buildings had changed 
hands in the neighborhood between 1996 and 1999. They were concerned 
                                                
56	   In	  New	  York	  City,	   rent	  stabilization	  applies	   to	  apartments	   in	  buildings	  with	  six	  or	  more	  units	  built	  
between	  1947	  and	  1974	  and	   to	   tenants	  who	  moved	   into	  pre	   -­‐1947	  buildings	  with	  six	  or	  more	  units	  
after	  June	  30,	  1971.	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about the fact that a change in ownership in unregulated small buildings leads 
to significant increases in rents (see the housing statistics reported in Table 3 
at the next paragraph), as new landlords seek to claim back on their mortgage 
and maintenance payments, and seek to profit from post-recession overspill 
gentrification by attracting wealthier tenants. They found that an average 21% 
of buildings had changed hands – a remarkable pace of turnover indicating 
booming real estate activity. Ethnographic evidence revealed that landlords 
are cashing in on overspill gentrification, and Malik, one of five Jamaican 
origin kids of a single mother under Social Security who used to live in South 
Slope in such a building, provided one of many stories of gentrification and 
displacement:  
The south of Park Slope for me, growing up, consisted of Fifth ave to Seventh ave and from 
Ninth to Twenty-second Street. In this radius of blocks it was my melting pot because in it 
were so many different cultures. You had your Russians, your Blacks, Polish, Hispanics, 
White, Middle Eastern, Asians and many more. It was a very diverse neighborhood. And it 
wasn't dangerous at least not to me at the time. Growing there rich and poor living on the 
same block. There wasn't this barrier that you see now. Now most of the poor people are gone 
or I should really say lower class and I feel like… and I feel like Park Slope is only for the 
upper class people. Every time I visit I feel that Park Slope is slowly losing itself and turning 
into Manhattan!!  
So yeah, again, we were on welfare so we did have some assistance, public assistance, and... 
I'm building… yeah, yeah, and my mother pays 700 a month for the rent. it was hard because 
again, my brothers and sisters, when they got jobs, they had to help pay.  We had jobs when 
we were in teens, so I think it's funny because my cousins live in Queens and they're middle-
class or whatever, and when they became teens, they didn't have jobs or whatever, or they 
probably had a job, but they didn't have to pay for rent.  When my older brothers and sister 
got a job, they had to help pay rent and stuff like that.  We were still poor.  700 a month, I'm 
like oh, that's nothing, but at the same time, back then, it was something, especially for her, 
especially since she had five kids. So, I was lived in Park Slope, I want to say roughly around 
when I was four years old and I left around I was like fourteen or fifteen years old or so, 
because my mother – my mother, with the apartment that we had, I think they were… the 
landlord sold it to somebody else for a lot of money, so we couldn’t stay there anymore. Either 
way, I had to leave.  (Malik) 
It is stories such as these, where blameless victims of a property boom end up 
almost blaming themselves that have prompted the FAC into action. They 
then realized that the eviction of residents from small buildings was the crux 
of gentrification in the neighborhood.  
 
 
 
 
 
Manzo	  2014	   The	  University	  of	  Trento	  
136	  
We had to confront it directly. But what could we do about it? 
Vulnerable tenants were being evicted because their landlords could 
make a lot more money, and the landlord had every legal right to evict. 
We knew that the political equation in the state legislature would not 
allow us to extend rent regulation to small buildings, so we would have 
to work at a grassroots level to stop displacement (Dulchin 2002:16). 
When the displacement of the old/low income residents reached a high water 
mark in 1999, FAC declared 105 square blocks of Park Slope a Displacement 
Free Zone (DFZ), trying to maintain the delicate balance in a racially and 
economically mixed neighborhood. Interestingly, the FAC’s executive 
Director at the time of the DFZ campaign, Brad Lander, today is a New York 
City Council Member representing Brooklyn’s 39th District which also covers 
Park Slope. When we talked together, he explained to me that people, tenants, 
in small buildings had no legal protection (See him in Figure 13 with his co-
workers). 
Figure 13, Brad Lander at the time he was executive Director of the FAC, with his co-
workers57. 
 
                                                
57	  Source:	  The	  Ford	  Foundation	  Report,	  2003.	  
24 Ford Foundation Report Spring 2003
it was typically because there was a change in
the owner’s circumstances: death of the origi-
nal owner, an illness, a need for college tuition,
or sale of the house to new owners.
If consciencemade themarket pliable,why
couldn’t FACmarshal social pressure tomake
it even more accommodating? Later in 1999,
FAC declared 105 square blocks of Park Slope
a “Displacement Free Zone,” and charged
Dulchin with enforcement.Dulchin’s staff put
up flyers and sent out mailings, promulgat-
ing a sort of tenant’sMagna Carta in the hope
that more landlords would think twice about
evicting a low-income tenant.
Whenever they receive a request for help,
Dulchin says, the first step is to try to negoti-
ate a compromise. Failing that, the Displace-
ment Free Zone turns the case over to South
Brooklyn Legal Services, which tries to slow
up the eviction in court. “The law’s on the land-
lord’s side.”Dulchin says. “But we canmake it
expensive and time-consuming.” With own-
ers tied up in court, Dulchin and his staff try to figure out how
the landlord might be persuaded, wheth r by a private conver-
sation with a church leader or by a public protest.
In most cases, tenants and landlords are able to negotiate a
fair settlement. Despite their sometimes unorthodox tactics,
Dulchin and his fellow organizers try to keep their campaigns
lighthearted. They held a street festival in front of one land-
lord’s home, complete with carnival games, and a barbeque in
front of another. “It’s not anti-landlord.The focus here is on the
neighborhood and the community,”Dulchin says.
PODER: Smart growth for whom?
To Sylvia Herrera and Susana Almanza, co-founders of Peo-
pleOrganized inDefense of Earth andHer Resources (PODER),
based in Austin, Tex., the incipient gentrification of East Austin
has been touched off by three forces: a hot housingmarket, the
city’s historic preservation policy, and the region’s “smart growth”
initiative. As evidence, Herrera and Almanza pile into a blue
Chrysler for a tour of the neighborhood’s imperiledMexicano
and African-American communities.
PODERbegan in 1991 as an environmental justice group that
fought pollution from a fuel storage “tank farm”and litter from
an overflowing recycling center.Victories in those battles, how-
ever, made the neighborhoodmore desirable. As gentrification
began, PODER turned to mitigating its negative fallout.
Herrera’s tour begins with a bit of history. As she eases onto
Interstate 35, she notes that the on-rampwas where a group of
Mexicano residents once staged a protest against the city’s urban
renewal projects in the 1970’s. TheMexicano families that lived
in a barrio on the edge of downtown,on both sides of the Inter-
state, were displaced to make way for “renewal” projects that
nevermaterialized. “They called it urban renewal,”Herrera says.
“We called it urban removal.”Thirty years later, the area is home
to Town Lake Park, a vast green space popular with outdoor
enthusiasts, and a clutch of hotels. Unless the residents of East
Austin can stem the current tide, she says, they will face a sim-
ilar fate.
Herrera drives past the cor-
ner of 7th and SanMarcos, the
heart of Guadalupe, a neigh-
borhood of small, quaint bun-
galows. Most have well-kept
yards, but many could use a
coat of paint.For themost part
they are affordable, decent,
small homes—which is pre-
cisely why the rates of home
ownership here are so high. It
has been one of the only places
in Austin where a low-income family can own a home.
Yet that affordability is disappearing rapidly. The neighbor-
hood’s proximity to downtown and its access to the Interstate
make Guadalupe attractive to a new generation of profession-
als, many of whomwork for one of themany technology com-
panies in Austin.Today, the two-bedroomhomes in East Austin
aremarketed aggressively to affluent, largely Anglo, home buy-
ers as “cozy bungalows”—and longtime residents are being
squeezed out.
PODERhas responded to this pressure with careful research,
determined policy advocacy and extensive community orga-
nizing. Herrera and Almanza spent much of last year culling
housing data and tax records, documenting with empirical evi-
dence what residents had been seeing with their own eyes for
years. “If you’ve got the facts,”Herrera says, “the facts speak for
themselves. If you don’t do your research, you’re lost.”
PODER’s analysis of census data uncovered a sharp spike in
home values throughout East Austin. In 1990, 80 percent of the
houses in one particular census tract were valued at less than
$50,000, with just 0.5 percent valued at between $150,000 and
$199,000. By 2000, the figure for houses under $50,000 had
fallen to 48 percent, and 4 percentwere valued between $150,000
and $199,000.
For the working poor of Austin, a jump in a home’s value
canmean the difference between keeping and losing it because
Brad Lander, executive
director of the Fifth Avenue
Committee, with Martha
Marquez and Kimberly
Marshall, his co-workers.
Opposite Susana Almanza,
left, executive director of
PODER, and Sylvia Herrera,
PODER’s health coordinator,
with East Austin residents.
Fuel storage tanks are in
the background.
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So we created this “displacement free zone,” marked it on newspaper boxes and posters and 
when we heard a story about a family or a senior or a couple, whatever, who had been there a 
long time paying a low rent, and where a landlord was doubling their rent, we organized the 
neighborhood to go and tell the landlord that it’s not acceptable.  We won’t allow you to do it.  
We won about half the cases. The most prominent one was two 80 year-old sisters, the Soto 
sisters.  We went out, we took a bus load of people out to the landlord’s house on Long Island 
and we showed up on his lawn and he signed a lease, and they’re still there.  That was! (Brad 
Lander, 43, moved in the neighborhood in 1993, Park Slope Councilman, interviewed in 
March 2012) 
The landlord could send a lawyer to court in Brooklyn to evict Felisa and 
Carmen Soto, but he could not face the embarrassment of having Carmen on 
his lawn, all 4'2" of her, with white hair, in full view of TV cameras and his 
neighbors. Encouraged by this success, FAC staff and neighborhood residents 
formed a committee to make this strategy work on a larger scale. After a 
careful planning process and large public meetings, the Displacement Free 
Zone (DFZ) was declared. 
The DFZ is a 108 square block area in the heart of gentrifying Lower Park 
Slope (expanded in 2002 from an original 38 square blocks). They have 
visually marked out the zone with posters and flyers declaring the area a 
displacement free zone, and announcing that they will take the case of any 
tenant in a non-regulated small building who is facing eviction in case the 
landlord wants to dramatically increase the rent. The highly-visible posters 
stated that they will fight as hard as they can use very public tactics, including 
press, pickets, and boycotts. Public actions were the heart of the campaign. 
They might involve a picket at the landlord's home, a boycott of the landlord's 
business, or other creative, public strategies. Actions exactly designed to bring 
the landlord to the negotiating table. As Dulchin (2002) states about these 
strategies, 
We do not use anti-landlord rhetoric. We use pro-community rhetoric. 
Our neighborhood is a mix of landlords and tenants. We do not want to 
marginalize the often less politically influential tenants by keeping their 
struggle apart from the rest of the neighborhood. Instead, we state that 
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the whole community shares values of respect for the racial and 
economic diversity that have made our neighborhood special. We aim to 
be speaking for the entire neighborhood in defense of these values. 
However, as Slater (2003) points out, the DFZ brought in itself a contradiction: 
the more attractive the Committee made the streetscape, the more people 
wanted to live there, thus contributing in the driving up of the rents.  
It increases the visibility of displacement, draws marginalized 
community members into organizing, and extremely vocal and public 
resistance to displacement may discourage landlords from buying 
houses in the neighborhood solely for investment purposes. On the other 
hand, it may alienate owner-occupiers or incoming higher-income 
tenants who may be community minded, and it could be argued that the 
FAC may be going after the wrong people, when they could direct their 
energies towards a citywide campaign to change rent regulations on 
buildings with less than six units (Slater 2003:45). 
"Our work has made the neighborhood nicer, which was the point," reflects 
FAC's Director of organizing Benjamin Dulchin, "but it's meant that evictions 
are on the rise" (Rose 2002:5). 
Even though the expanding economy of the last decade accelerated the pace 
of displacement in revitalizing communities, the current recession has not 
reversed that trend. Thus, low-income and people of color communities such 
as in South Park Slope, working hard for equitable development, remain 
vulnerable to the larger trends and economic realities that come with 
revitalization. Nevertheless, more recently, the department of city planning 
rezoned Park Slope in 2003, 2005 and 2011 to cap building heights on the 
brownstone side streets while accommodating taller apartment houses in the 
Fourth Avenue transit corridor. 
4.3.2 Emerging Cooperative Conversion  
In the 1970s, many New York City private landlords were struggling to 
maintain their aging properties in the face of high interest rates, redlining, 
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white flight and rising fuel costs 18   (Allred 2000; Arsen 1992). The period 
also saw some landlord-induced arson to obtain insurance proceeds and 
widespread non-payment of real estate taxes58 – over 20 percent of multi-
family residential properties were in arrears in the mid-1970s (Tucker 1990). In 
1977, the city passed Local Law #45, which allowed the city to begin 
foreclosure proceedings after just one year of non-payment of taxes, not three, 
resulting in the takeover of thousands of buildings, many of them occupied, 
by the city of New York through a legal action known as an in rem foreclosure 
(Arsen 1992). In September 1978, the city’s housing agency, the New York City 
Department of Housing Preservation and Development (HPD), created a 
series of new housing programs designed to give building residents and 
community groups control and eventual ownership of in rem buildings 
(Wolkoff 1990, NYC 2013). The Urban Homesteading Assistance Board 
(UHAB), established in 1974, began to assist residents of these buildings to 
manage, rehabilitate and acquire their buildings, and form limited-equity 
housing co-operatives 16 (Carlson 2004). Working with the city’s housing 
agency, its existing loan programs and the power to dispose of abandoned 
property to non-profit organizations, as well as the state laws governing the 
establishment of co-operatives, UHAB was able to provide low-income people 
with the tools – seed money, legal advice, architectural plans, bookkeeping 
training – to build and run limited-equity housing co-operatives.  
Besides, in Park Slope during the 1980s walk-up old low tenements, Victorian 
brownstones, even factories and parking garages were converted into co-ops, 
which attracted a new wave of middle-class couples and families from 
Manhattan. This booming housing market, fed in part by low mortgage 
interest rates and enormous demand, trickled down to Park Slope in the form 
of skyrocketing rents, new constructions (as high rise condominium), but 
especially co-ops conversions. 
                                                
58	  "City-­‐owned	  housing	  units	  increase,"	  published	  on	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  New	  York	  Times	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In Brooklyn?  Well, there were no co-ops in Park Slope.  I mean, there weren't any.  I think…  
and certainly we were the first one on that street.  There were a few co-ops right along the 
park, on Prospect Park West.  Because I looked, I was looking to buy, and even a year or so 
after that one was co-opped, I wasn't finding anything very interesting. (Chris, 70, moved in 
the neighborhood in 1976, Retired, interviewed in February 2012)  
This is what Chris, a seventy years old lady I met one time through my 
gardeners-friends Alice and Simon. So I have learnt that essentially, a co-op is 
a stockholder corporation where the owners’ rights are represented by a stock 
certificate, which gives them a share of the entire building. It is a very old 
form of ownership in America because the Scandinavians had co-ops in 
Brooklyn, as early as 1900. What it seems to me a bit bizarre in this form of 
home ownership is that one can own an apartment, but nobody to control the 
building, the outdoor maintenance, the heat, the electric.  In fact, everything 
inside the walls is considered  a common element. On the contrary, a 
condominium has a separate ownership entirely, and fees are assessed for 
common maintenance items.  But the building itself can never be mortgaged 
because the individual mortgages exist individually on it.  In this respect, 
there are two main types of housing co-operative financing methods, market 
rate and limited equity. With market rate, the share price is allowed to rise on 
the open market and shareholders may sell at whatever price the market will 
bear when they want to move out. In many ways market rate is thus similar 
financially to owning a condominium, with the difference being that often the 
co-op may carry a mortgage, resulting in a much higher monthly fee paid to 
the co-op than would be so in a condominium. The purchase price of a 
comparable unit in the co-op is typically much lower, however. 
When I co-opped that, I did not have the money to pay off the mortgage and deliver the 
building without a mortgage, okay?  So you make it a co-op instead of a condominium, and 
you do it — I mean, I did it because I had a house full of tenants.  I didn't have enough 
vacancies to sell at an outsider's price that would give me enough money to pay off all those 
costs and fees and mortgages and everything.  So you co-op by taking a new mortgage, and 
the day the co-op comes into existence it has its own mortgage and the one that was in my 
name was paid off, okay?  (Chris) 
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With limited equity, the co-op has rules regarding pricing of shares when 
sold. The idea behind limited equity is to maintain affordable housing. A sub-
set of the limited equity model is the no-equity model, which looks very much 
like renting, with a very low purchase price (comparable to a rental security 
deposit) and a monthly fee in lieu of rent. When selling, all that is re-couped is 
that very low purchase price. In New York City, another significant factor in 
the rise of co-op and condominium ownership is strict and complicated rent 
control laws that have made many landlords want to get out of the rental 
property market. Unlike in other parts of the world, most of these housing co-
ops did not develop as a result of social engineering. Apartment buildings and 
multiple-family housing simply make up a more significant share of the 
housing stock in the New York City area than in most other US cities, and the 
cooperative form of ownership has dominated over the condominium form.  
Most of the housing cooperatives in Park Slope were converted to that status 
during the early 1980s; generally they were large buildings built between the 
1920s and 1950s that a single landlord or corporation owned and rented out 
that became unprofitable as rental properties. To encourage individual 
ownership of units, the initial buyers (buying from the owner of the entire 
building) did not have to be approved by a board. Also, the rental tenants 
living in the building at the time of the conversion were usually given an 
option to buy at a discount. If the tenants were rent controlled, the law usually 
protects them by allowing them to stay as renters and the unit may not be 
occupied by a purchaser until tenant dies or moves out.  
Chris was born in East Flatbush, not very far from Park Slope, actually. Her 
father has Irish decent, while the mother was French-Canadian; they were 
both civil servants and she is one of five children.  She told me that she got 
married quite young, and then she moved to Manhattan with her husband.  It 
happened that after 13 years of marriage, they decided to divorce and Chris 
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left the Manhattan apartment with her little four years old daughter. 
Fortunately she had the opportunity to have a good job, thanks to a very good 
education; she went to a local Catholic college in Brooklyn, where she used to 
study English, Philosophy, Latin, French, and Spanish. “I have a wonderful 
vocabulary” – Chris told me with pride. 
So I moved out, and many, many, many thing happened at that time.  Then I don't know how 
much of this you want to get into, but when I… when we [Chris with her husband] bought 
the co-op in Manhattan, you had to pay 100 percent cash, there were no mortgages.  So we 
bought the apartment for $23,000.  That apartment today is worth over $2 million.  It's 
fabulous, it was a fabulous apartment.  I mean, great big rooms and formal dining rooms and 
maids' rooms, and oh my God.  You know, it was fabulous on West End Avenue.  Then the 
state legislature allowed cooperatives to be mortgaged.  So what we had used as our full price 
immediately became the down payment, so that all of those apartments that had been sold for 
$20,000 were now worth $100,000.  The same… well, there were no co-ops in Park Slope 
then.  But there was a general inflation in prices, and so I would look, I had about $20,000 or 
$25,000, and I thought, I have to buy a house.  I wanted to buy a house, and I thought I had 
the down payment, and then the banks would not mortgage me… period, finished, forget 
that!!  Single woman, no way!!  Okay?  Part-time job which they discount, and child support, 
which they wouldn't even consider as income!!  The fact that you would have, like if you 
bought a four-story house you would probably have two tenants they don't want to know it. 
So I bought an apartment building because the financing could be handed over to me, and 
with the $20,000 I bought a 16-family building for $100,000.  (Chris) 
And just like that, Chris told me that as a single mother she decided to buy a 
16-family building, an entire building when Park Slope was a blight 
neighborhood. I was so surprised and amazed that I could not stay quite as I 
am used to when I interviewed people. She explained that the building is on 
Third Street between Fifth and Sixth Avenues and it hosts sixteen families. 
Since there was a mortgage, it could be passed along to a new owner. 
However, through the time, with the income that she had from the tenants, 
she was able to assume the mortgage and it doesn't exist any longer (See a 
photo of 16-family building in Figure 14). 
Chris:  So I didn't have to deal with a bank.  I just bought the building.  Finished. 
Lidia:  You should be proud to do that because you were alone. 
C.:  Yeah, I was alone.  I know, and everybody said, "Oh, you shouldn't do that." 
L.:  It's not so common. 
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C.:  My friends who lived down near Eighth Avenue, on Third Street were, "Oh my God."  
They thought I was buying a slum because it was… but it was a very nice building.  It's a 
gorgeous street, and I'm looking at it..  I'm paying $100,000.  Are they insane?  So I bought 
it.  I just saw that it was not valued. I was having this terrible time with the banks and they 
were, you know… “are you going to live there with your husband dear?”  I couldn't believe 
that, and I…  I mean, it was terrible at that time!!  It's probably the same in Italy now.  I 
mean, I don’t know what single women, how well they're treated now, but we had a few 
mortgages written since then.  I just looked at him and I said, "I'm going to live there with 
my family."  And he wasn't buying it, you know?  I'm… I just don't somebody at work about 
this and she said, "I know a lawyer over there.  Why don't you give him a call?  He does a lot 
of real estate, and he might have something."  I called him and he had a young person who he 
represented who was trying to sell this building, or was ready to sell this building, and so I 
bought it. 
	  
Figure 14, The 16-family building bought by Chris in 1979 on Third Street between 
Fifth and Sixth Avenues (behind the red maple). 
Photo kindly given to the author. 
  
Chris gave a down payment of the 20 percent and some other closing costs. 
She didn’t have any savings. Being a single mother at the end of the 1970s she 
demonstrated a strong, brave attitude, especially when she went to the 
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women's bank – the first one in New York – asking for financial helps. And 
they gave her a loan. It was 1979, and interestingly she has never lived there: 
No, no, no.  I didn't.  They were very… they were small apartments, and I didn't want to… 
you should never live with 15 tenants.  I mean, enough! (Chris) 
Despite her not easy family situation she had the courage to make an 
investment. And time told her that she was right; the building’s mortgage – 
for instance – always paid for itself. Later on, she decided finally to co-oping: 
I mean, it did.  I never had to… well, I co-opped it.  I made it a co-op in 1984. So at that point 
I paid off all of those mortgages and so on.  It gets to be a different kind of a pain in the neck. 
Anyway, in buildings of that size, the rents are controlled.  So I had tenants paying… I don't 
know… none of them were paying very much. Nowadays I still have two apartments over 
there. Because they have rent-controlled tenants in them who would never buy, and have been 
protected against having to move.  Thirty years, it's a long time. They pay rent.  They pay 
nothing, but it's… we call it rent!! Well, that's a… now, I'd have to look… I've got a letter 
from a lawyer saying that one of my tenants is paying too much, and it's illegal and you 
know, have your lawyer call me.  I just got that letter today.  I'm furious.  Telling me I'm 
over-charging her… please!! For one bedroom, one living room, and the kitchen, and she… 
there's a second apartment in which her brother lives, and he has a rent subsidy from the city, 
so he's paying $438!! 
As I will better explain in the next Chapter, Park Slope has always been a mix 
of tenants and landlords. Indeed, accordingly to Lees (1994:206–7), 
gentrification in Park Slope has been associated with a strong element of 
abandonment and rent arrears. The background was the same: a distressed 
rental market, an increase in the demand for owner occupation and the 
favorable tax treatment of owner occupiers. Further, they find that where 
condo conversion has occurred it is usually associated with a low level of 
abandonment. 
Many of the buildings which were converted into condos (or co-ops) were low 
class rooming houses which had been abandoned in the 1970s when they had 
become unprofitable. Discussing the gentrification of Park Slope in the 1960s 
and the 1970s, O’Hanlon (1982:200) identifies 1976 as the year with the highest 
percentage of tax arrears (7.1 per cent). That condo and co-op conversions 
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began in 1977 cannot be considered a coincidence. Between 1977 and 84 
applications were filed for 130 conversions, this made up 21 percent of the 
applications in the borough of Brooklyn as a whole. There are examples of 
condo conversion without the previous abandonment of the building, but in 
Park Slope and in New York in general abandonment, tax arrears, the rent gap 
and condo conversion are closely related (Smith and Williams 1986). During 
the 1980s co-op conversions was a boom in Park Slope.  There was a while 
where almost every building looked like it was going to turn into a co-op, 
explained to me, Mr. Park Slope, who used to be also a real estate lawyer in 
the past, and from that perspective he learned how to do co-oping and which 
advantages are in doing it. 
Well, the main difference is that a co-op building can have a mortgage on the building, so that 
if the developer or the owner has a $500,000 mortgage, he doesn't have to pay it off.  He can 
just transfer it over with the co-op.  If he wants to take this same  building and make 
condominiums, he has to deliver each apartment free of any mortgage, so that $500,000 has to 
be paid back.  So the prices of each apartment have to be higher to get the same profit, but the 
advantage of buying a condominium is that you own an apartment as if it is a private house.  
You have a title to a deed with no mortgage on the building, and you just pay your 
maintenance, and there's usually less restrictions. Co-ops are kind of a newer convention, and 
they can be bad if you get the wrong people, a nightmare, make life miserable, but co-oping 
was much more popular. (Mr. Park Slope) 
 
4.4 The Twenties. SELLING BABYCCINO, and Selling Authenticity  
A “babyccino” is a coffee drink for babies, made of either a small decaf 
cappuccino or just steamed milk and foam, maybe with some cinnamon 
sprinkled on top. I have learnt this from one of my block’s friend, David, the 
Mexican bartender at Café Regular on Eleventh Street at Fifth Avenue. 
Indeed, The Brooklyn Paper published an article59 which astonished the feelings 
of old-minded Park Slopers. If “Babyccino” is hardly a scientific term, there is 
no doubt about the fact that is a specific sign of Brooklyn’s obsessive coffee 
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  “Coffee	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  for	  kids!	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  Eli	  Rosenberg	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culture.  Moreover, not surprisingly moms and dads who are ordering this 
small, foamy beverage for their children live in neighborhoods like Park 
Slope, Fort Greene, and Prospect Heights, which are the borough’s frontier of 
gentrification. “It's one of those things you wish you could un-learn or just 
write off as complete fiction if it weren't for the enthusiastic parents raving 
about this horrible intersection of clichés – obsessive well-to-do parenting, 
coffee culture – without any hint of shame,” boomed on its side The New York 
Magazine60.  
However, this trend in Park Slope in not well accepted by baristas like Sean 
Chin of Gorilla Coffee “I have one customer who says that it annoys the hell 
out of me, it is not on our menu, which we are making an effort to stick to,” as 
well as parents who don’t belong to the elitist group who order “babyccinos” 
for their children. In this regard, I was discussing with Karen “the attitude 
that people have” – as she told me – about parents who bring at the Food 
Coop their kids and “they don't pay attention and you get this attitude about 
my baby is sleeping, can you be quiet” or at bars and cafés, which Karen 
defines as a silly thing. 
Did you see the thing in the Brooklyn Paper about the babyccinos? It's a new drink that – I 
don't read the newspaper – but it was brought to my attention. One of my neighbors, we have 
a block association so we have a group email and it was brought to everyone's attention like 
can you believe this because Park Slope was named as an area that is serving babyccinos 
which are cappuccino but... oh it's decaf... for the children that you're with.  (...)  But it's still 
coffee whether it's decaf or not, like why you know.  If I'm having coffee my girls say oh coffee 
and I saw this is an adult drink you know.  I don't drink alcohol so I don't have to worry 
about that with them but coffee no, it's not for kids.  You want water, you want juice, fine you 
know but I would never even think to offer it to them and to make it appealing to them you 
know.  And the same thing, you bring your kid to a bar, you know, not for anything... and 
that to me is inappropriate. (Karen) 
Among all the readers’ comments that The New York Magazine article 
reported on the “babyccino” issue, leaving the ironic, or disrespectful, the 
                                                
60	   “The	   ‘Babyccino’	   Is	   Sweeping	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   article	   by	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   published	   on	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   York	  
Magazine	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most interesting were the one that highlighted the characteristics of Park 
Slope parents’ attitudes: 
Of course, this nonsense has gained a foothold in Park Slope and Fort 
Greene and other parenting nightmare enclaves in Brooklyn. 
SGPCClub: 02/15/2012, 16:11:38 
 
Thank you, Brooklyn parents, for giving me another reason to tell my 
friends when they ask me why I refuse to move to Brooklyn. 
Cbradio: 02/15/2012, 16:31:44 
 
Isn't there still some caffeine in decaf coffee? Or is this some special type 
of coffee they use for INFANTS whereby they remove any and all traces? 
This is just ... way too much... even for Brooklyn. Aren't the health-
brigade Brooklyn moms going to be anti caffeine? 
Chismosa: 02/16/2012, 04:40:19 
“Babyccino” might be Brooklyn’s first coffee beverage marketed primarily to 
children, but it’s certainly not the first time the borough’s adult venues have 
catered to kids, as I saw a the bar Tea Lounge on Union Street (right in front of 
the Food Coop), which offers “stroller parking” and makes a point of allowing 
patrons to breastfeed their infants on the cafe’s many couches. Finally, the fact 
that a beverage called “babyccino” is almost served only in Brooklyn’s 
neighborhoods, especially in Park Slope, is a sign, and is an identifiable 
symbol of the rose of a new era of gentrification overflow. 
4.4.1 A Reservoir for Gentrification Overflow 
Regional development patterns play a significant role in gentrification and 
displacement in particular neighborhoods. As regions grow and sprawl into a 
network of economically interdependent jurisdictions, the abandoned or 
disinvested communities become attractive to both residents and developers. 
Workers who tire of commuting long distances and want to be closer to 
effective mass transit systems look to move back towards the core. In an effort 
to shore up hemorrhaging municipal budgets, public officials promote 
regional developments that will draw people back to the core for shopping or 
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entertainment. Because the initial abandonment and disinvestment was 
spurred by segregationist practices such as "white-flight," mortgage 
preferences and redlining by banks and insurance companies, the new influx 
of people and capital has a distinct racial impact when displacement begins to 
occur.  
As we saw in the previous Chapter, for many years Park Slope it has been a 
stable, working class and low-income neighborhood that was unusually 
diverse, with an equal mix of White, Black, and Latino residents. The 
neighborhood also has lovely housing stock composed mostly of old row 
houses and brownstones, and is within a half hour commute on public 
transportation to the major business centers of Manhattan. These factors, 
along with a buoyant city economy, have made the neighborhood very 
attractive to young professionals. Since the mid-1990s, like many other 
neighborhoods in New York City, Park Slope has faced significant 
displacement pressure as the median rent has gone from about $200 to $600 
(See Table 1 at paragraph 5.2.1). Although much of the rental housing in New 
York City is protected by rent regulation, which gives tenants the right to stay 
in their apartments with relatively moderate rent increases, these protections 
only apply to buildings with six or more apartments. The majority of the 
housing in Park Slope are buildings of two to four units, so the tenants are 
basically unprotected. Thirty-five years ago the Fifth Avenue Committee 
(FAC), a community development organization, formed to fight abandonment 
and decay and win equitable development in the neighborhood. “We built 
affordable housing and worked to get better municipal services for the 
neighborhood”, explained Benjamin Dulchin61. “As a disinvestment problem 
became gentrification problem, we organized tenant associations and 
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  Benjamin	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  was	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  Director	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advocated in housing court to stop the eviction of tenants who were being 
harassed by their landlords” (Dulchin 2002:16). 
The decline in the stock market in the late 1980s and the belated slowdown in 
the city’s prosperity put a temporary halt to the skyrocketing real estate price. 
As Merlis et al. state, 
Many found themselves stuck in their new houses and co-ops when an 
unexpected job change required relocation. Current values were lower 
than principal remaining on their mortgages. If it was not clear before to 
many, the fate of the brownstone Brooklyn had become tied to the 
fortunes of the stock market and the national economy (1999:13). 
However, later in the 1990s, the neighborhood witnessed again a constant 
revitalization. Homes underwent extensive and costly restoration. As the 
stock market had soared through the nineties and the white-collar job market 
expanded, the value of co-op and brownstones spiraled upward (Ibid). So, 
investing in Park Slope home has been a wise choice for many, among whom 
a number were gay and lesbian. Especially the lesbian were a vocal and 
supportive community, and since 1993 the “Lesbian Herstory Archives”, one 
of the large collections of lesbian research materials in the United States, has 
been housed in the neighborhood, at 484 14th Street, betwen Eight Avenue and 
Prospect Park. Lesbian communities correlated with the expansion of the 
women’s movement and the attraction of gentrification as ‘sweat equity,’ as 
well as the strong influence of lesbian social networking power. An 
interpretation also evident in Rothenberg’s work about what she defined in 
1995 as one of the heaviest concentration of lesbians in the US. Park Slope was 
a place where lesbians felt comfortable walking down the street, and word of 
mouth had led them to settle in the neighborhood. Moreover, on Seventh 
Avenue there was a women’s bookstore, bars and cafés which serve as lesbian 
meeting points, the “Herstory Archives” and more in general there was a 
visible sense of coherent lesbian community, referring to a: 
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networks of lesbians who are committed to the lesbian-feminist lifestyle, 
who participate in various activities and projects, and who congregate 
socially (Wolf 1980:73). 
However, as Park Slope entered a new phase of gentrification in the 1980s, 
this lesbian identity have been splintered day by day, and now is the average 
of any New York City neighborhoods, as Eric points out 
You definitely intersect with people of different orientations here a fair amount I think.  And 
then generally it is a very accepting community and a very progressive community.  I don’t 
think it's nearly as progressive as people claim that it is or want to believe that it is and one of 
the things that – I don't know if you followed the whole Prospect Park West bike lane battle.  
That's something I was very , very involved in promoting and advocating for and a lot of  the 
people who were fighting it, I think would tell you that they were old progressive liberal Park 
Slopers for many, many years when the reality is they're not as progressive as they thought 
they were. (Eric) 
Thinking about how interest groups changed over time, I found fascinating to 
follow the motives of the community association Safe Slope, formed in August 
2011 to provide services and resources to empower and protect the 
community in the aftermath of multiple assaults and attempted assaults. “We 
want to come together as a community to make our streets safe from 
violence,” is what they claim during their meetings, especially  for the Safe 
Walk initiative, a volunteer-based program providing free walks home to 
female- and LGBTQ-identified community members.  
As I will better explain in the next section, in the summer of 2011, the 
community of South Slope responded to the recent string of sexual attacks by 
organizing a 400 people march under the claim “Take Back Our Streets' 
Rally”. At that time, these developed an “atmosphere of fear” in regard to the 
buffer zone that connects the healthy neighborhood of Park Slope to Sunset 
Park, a Mexican-working class populated area. Of course, it is commonly 
accepted that women have generally more fear of specific dangers in the city, 
like rapes and sexual assaults (Ferraro 2012; Pain 1991; Stanko 1990; Warr 
1985). Here I am not only talking about the work of feminist theorists around 
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women’s perceptions and use of urban space as restricted by the logic of 
gender inequality and fear. Instead, it is important to underline that the 
liminal zone of a neighborhood in transition is experienced by a particular 
group of residents as a conflict space, where the sense of heightened visibility 
(especially for light-skinned women) and the fear of violence (sexual and 
otherwise) can be part of the mechanism of class and race anxiety. This also 
means that the perception and the use of a gentrifying space are tied to issues 
of class and race/ethnicity.  
In this light, the evolution of social groups and their community institutions 
in Park Slope, highlight the impact of deindustrialization and corporate 
gentrification expansion. Accordingly to Justa, 
Market changes were moving too fast, making the neighborhood more 
highly marketable, regardless of the presence of large numbers of low- 
and moderate-income people, and local government fully supported 
private market processes. There was no room for naive assumptions 
about the interests of all, no time to sponsor more house tours, no place 
to house poor-and working-class people. There was only the private 
market and government working to ensure the complete transformation 
of Park Slope into an urban neighborhood that could support the 
postindustrial white-collar work force (1984:380). 
Therefore, trendy shops and specialty stores opened their doors first on 
Seventh, and later on Fifth Avenue. As a result, that corner on Fifth Avenue at 
Lincoln Place which in the 1970s used to have a large Puerto Rican population 
and suffered from severe disinvestment in building maintenance and crime 
issues, now hosts a JPMorgan Chase Bank branch with renovated apartments 
above and is surrounded by fancy restaurants and boutiques. In fact, while 
Seventh was the main drag during the first period of urban renewal, Fifth 
Avenue has been experiencing, over the last 5-7 years, an intensely visible 
process of change. Within this process of transition, the southern part of Fifth 
Avenue still maintains working class retail spaces. Hispanic stores, especially, 
are popping up as a result of the pushing factors of the Latino presence from 
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the close by Sunset Park neighborhood. In a sense, the Latinos, along with 
their ambitious work ethic and driving immigrant mentality, are colonizing 
Fifth Avenue of the southern part of the Slope, either by taking on jobs or 
buying storefronts or buildings.  
The gentrification is taking hold.  When we first moved here people said, don’t go down to 5th 
Avenue.  It's dangerous.  There was one restaurant where Fornino is now on 5th Avenue.  It 
used to be – oh, God.  What was that place called?  And I remember now, the restaurant that 
was there was really fancy.  A special occasion restaurant in the neighborhood was in that 
space.  You’d go to for Valentines Day or a birthday or something and now 5th Avenue is 
totally changed.  So the types of stores and restaurants are definitely catering to a much more 
affluent group of consumers in the neighborhood than when we first moved here. (Eric) 
Eric is referring to Cucina, that was the child of Anthony Scicchitano, and 
owner of A & S Pork Store, one of fifth Avenue’s few old Italian stores that 
flourished through all the bad times and then through the neighborhood’s 
renaissance. Soon enough, other restaurants, bars, cafés and boutiques began 
opening all up and down Fifth Avenue, from Flatbush Avenue to Prospect 
Expressway. And eventually, in 2003, the administration of Mayor Michael 
Bloomberg rezoned Fourth Avenue, the west border of the neighborhood, 
known for rearing automotive traffic and lots of garages, auto repair shops, 
gas stations. This was a sort of traffic corridor serving now also taller, new, 
luxury residential buildings. 
Once upon a time 5th Avenue was one thing. So I went through: Purity closed, Starbucks and 
Barnes and Noble opened, that was mostly talking about 7th Avenue. I feel like 5th Avenue 
didn’t have as many landmark changes. The next big landmark for me on 5th Avenue was 
when the bank opened, when they started opening new banks on 5th Avenue. And to think 
that from when my mom said ‘don’t walk on 5th avenue because it’s not safe’ and they start 
putting a bank there or ‘are you nuts? You don’t put a bank on 5th avenue! It’s not safe!!!’ 
(Gregory) 
As Rothenberg points out, 
Park Slope became “established” as an “artsy-lefty” neighborhood. Park 
Slope attracted young, educated people of the middle class drawn by the 
neighborhood’s racial and economic diversity as well as its affordability 
and cultural and aesthetic amenities (1995:175). 
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For forty years, in-movers have slid down the New York City neighborhood 
scale of affordability – the Village, the Upper West Side, Brooklyn Heights, 
until they moved to Park Slope. Once again, what began as a drizzle, turned 
to be a reservoir for “gentrification overflow62”. 
There was nowhere in the neighborhood, like now you have all these private schools.  You have 
Poly Prep, you have Berkeley Carroll, you know all these expensive day cares.  We didn't have 
that, there was no need for that because people couldn't pay for it and people weren't 
interested in paying for it.  You know there were private schools like Berkeley Carroll was a 
private school but it was like $2,000 a year.  So it wasn't, you know, like we didn't have those 
kinds of things because people, you didn't have enough people to support it, you know.  It 
wasn't going to work, they didn't want to pay for it, you know.  Like it was a big deal when 
Starbucks came onto Seventh Avenue and it was like… wow!  
(…) It was a big deal when Starbucks came onto Seventh Avenue.  And the same year they 
put Starbucks and they put Barnes & Noble.  And it was like… wow! Like, you know, it was 
a surprise.  Some people were upset because it was going to close down like smaller book stores 
and coffee shops.   I mean there was even like some petitions going around telling people not to 
patronize, you know, those two particulars, but they were the first ones that were not a local 
mom and pop, you know, diner or bookstore, community store, like a big name store to come 
to the neighborhood.  Those were the first two. I just was like… oh okay.  Now that I think 
about it… it obviously was a sign! But at the time it was just kind of like… oh that's weird, 
you know, I didn't think they would do well to tell you the truth.  I didn't think it would last.  
So… boo on me!! (Karen) 
Over the last eight to twelve years, there has been a significant shift.  The 
gentrification displacement accelerated extensively since the end of the 1990s. 
Even with the downturn in the economy and the slowdown in the housing 
market, Park Slope has been so desirable, that gentrification displacement 
pressures continued even as the economy slowed down and we hit a 
recession, even as the housing bubble burst.  That is partly driven by a 
number of aspects. One of them are the schools and the fact that the schools 
are very good public schools, or they are perceived to be very good and so 
people want to come there.  The other piece is that there was a rezoning that 
happened in 2003, which up-zoned Fourth Avenue63 which allowed for a 
much, much greater density which accelerated gentrification displacement. In 
fact, it contextually downzoned the side streets which protected the character 
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of those side streets, which is part of the balance.  That rezoning, added to the 
extreme pressures that were already in existence (because of normal 
gentrification displacement that were going on) where they further 
“unleashed” the housing market that was already, I would say, “on steroids”. 
Thinking about young families with children, Chris told me her opinion on 
the change she is actually experiencing in the neighborhood: 
The school is drawing a lot of people in. So now prices are going up. People bought their house 
for $10,000 their kids are grown and gone. They can sell their house now for $150,000 they 
think it’s all the money in the world so they sell. Was this a conscious gentrification? No, 
because there wasn’t a hell of a lot wrong with the neighborhood to begin with. We use to 
show houses and say it has the original wallpaper and they’d go in yeah—the original the 
pocket doors and the wood work and all this kind of stuff. But who the hell wants wallpaper 
that’s 120 years old. You know the Rockefeller’s had it because they went to France and had 
somebody recreate it. It’s not the same thing. The tin ceilings and all this stuff which are 
difficult when you are putting in new electricity and new gas lines and all. Anyway. I can’t 
explain gentrification in less than 3 million words. What is happening is that it’s getting 
young again. We now have – this is a 16 family building. We have a young couple moving 
this month that have two little boys. That makes six boys under seven in this building and one 
little girl. Seven kids under seven among 16 families. (Chris) 
New residents who came in this last period were looking for more family 
oriented places. There is not socio-economic diversity. There might be some 
racial diversity but there is not socio-economic diversity and there is certainly 
diversity of sexual orientation but primarily what has evolved is a 
neighborhood that is much more family focused and on the needs of higher 
incomes. 
4.4.2 Epicenter of Parental Activism: the Public School P.S. 321 school zone 
The writer Amy Sohn, talking about the housing choices of Karen, one of the 
characters of her last novel setting in Park Slope (where the author lives), 
wittily introduces the two most powerful obsessions of parents in Park Slope: 
children’s well-being and snagging the ultimate three-bedroom apartment in a 
well-maintained, P.S. 321-zoned co-op building. 
 
 
 
 
 
Chapter	  4	   GIVE	  ME	  A	  BREAK!	  I’M	  FROM	  BROOKLYN,	  WE’RE	  NOT	  FANCY	  
155	  
According to Neal, it was a smallish, nine-hundred-fifty-square-foot-three-bedroom with 
decorative fireplaces and an open kitchen, but its primary appeal was that it was located in the 
P.S. 321 school zone. Karen and her husband, Matty, had been looking at apartments for the 
past two years, attending open houses with Darby nearly every week-end in the hope of 
finding a decent place. (...) Karen had read in New York magazine that apartments in the 321 
zone cost an average of $ 100,000 more than similarly sized apartments in 107, but felt that 
was a small price to pay if it meant your kid went to a school that was 62 percent white 
instead of only 43. Sure, 321 only went up to fifth grade, and the local middle school, M.S. 51 
on Fifth Avenue, was like a boot camp for wilders, but there were plans for a charter middle 
school in the district that would surely be up and running by the time Darby was twelve64. 
But what is it about the popular P.S.321? Since 1964 residents who used to 
send their kids at the wrecked P.S. 77 schoolhouse worked together to build 
the new, advanced P.S. 321, from Pre-K to 5th Grade. The project for the new 
school was hardly opposed by the Seventh Avenue Merchants Association in 
an attempt to save the forty-two homes and twelve stores that were raised to 
make room for the school building located on the corner of 7th Avenue and 
First Street. The P.S. 321 board introduced the breakfast program for children, 
in response to a growing awareness that students were going to school most 
days without eating breakfast and two phonetic reading programs. To better 
understand how P.S. 321 was set up at the very beginning, I spoke with Mr. 
Park Slope, who used to be one a student since the opening:  
Mr. Park Slope: The school was built just as an ordinary public school.  There was an older 
school behind it that was 50 years old or 100 years old, and they knocked it down, and they 
built a new school on Seventh Avenue.  I was the first-first grade to start in this school in 
1965, but what they had done was, there was all stores along Seventh Avenue...  they took 
away all the stores, and all the buildings by imminent domain.  You know what that is when 
the government can take property to make it public use?  So they did that, which made a lot of 
people unhappy, but they did it to build a school, and then they put the school in and it was 
just at that time that a lot of educated people were moving to Park Slope, and the principal 
was one of these ordinary, mediocre education people, and they didn't like him at all.  They 
thought we needed a good school here 'cause they were the first wave of gentrifiers, 
professionals.  They all had an impressive education, a lot of Ivy League people were coming, 
and so they fought with the Board of Education to get a better principal, and they did.  What 
they used to do back in that period of time was they had tracking, and tracking means they 
take the smart kids and put them in class number one.  The next group of kids were a little less 
smart go into track number two, all the way down.  That used to be the acceptable message of 
education.  Now they've changed completely.  They won't do that.  It's not politically correct, 
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but if you were a smart kid, it was a terrific experience, and that's what me and all of my 
parents' kids were all in that class, and when we were in third grade, we were reading adult 
novels. 
Lidia: Were you treated like a genius? 
Mr. P.S.: No, we played, but it was a smart group of kids, and they could read very 
sophisticated things.  By the fifth grade, we were reading Leon Uris novels and – very 
interesting – a lot of these kids went to graduate schools, so that was the start of P.S. 321, and 
that school, as you know, has made the rest of that area very desirable and keeps the real estate 
prices up cause people want to be in that school, although the prices have gotten so high now 
that to be able to pay two, three millions of dollars, you can pretty much afford to go to private 
school (laugh). 
Effectively, Chris also told me that when she first moved to Park Slope it was 
1976 and Park Slope was still very under-valued. So, she could rent a six-room 
apartment, for $ 350 a month.  It was on Fourth Street between Seventh and 
Eighth Avenues, and she had Manhattan’s friends “that were true snobs” – 
she said – who thought she was crazy because the apartment building faced a 
high school. However, back then her daughter was five and Chris, primarily, 
made the decision to move where there were one of the best public school of 
New York City. 
I was a single mom... the reason I picked Park Slope, about which I knew nothing, okay?  I 
mean, I had one couple I knew who lived out here, and I had been to their house which they 
bought for $40,000.  A one family house, four stories.  I moved out because, and this is the 
beginning of the gentrification — this round of gentrifying Park Slope — there was an article 
in New York magazine about the ten best grade schools in the public school system, and P.S. 
321 was named as probably the best school in the city.  So everybody starts moving out here to 
have kids. (Chris) 
Therefore, her primary motivation was for her daughter, it was to find a 
school good enough as it was on the Upper West Side, were Chris used to live 
when she was married. Nowadays, the P.S. 321 is definitely the epicenter of 
the parental activism in the neighborhood. P.S. 321 is one of 185 NYC public 
elementary schools to have been permitted to retain its curriculum 
(Empowerment Schools), while most other schools have been forced to adopt 
a standardized curriculum. The school places a great emphasis on writing, 
hosting "publishing parties" for parents and encouraging revision. Among all, 
the school offers a variety of special education programs from collaborative 
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team teaching classes in each grade to self-contained classes and a well 
organized food policy. In fact, their food program enables students to have 
whole wheat pasta, roasted chicken instead of processed chicken tenders, and 
very little red meat with a vegetarian option always available. Chocolate milk 
is only on the menu twice a week. It also has a green and healthy committee of 
parent volunteers that focuses on healthy eating, exercise and sustainability. 
Parents are very involved, bringing their children right to the classrooms and 
some helping out in the parent center. As a popular school filled with students 
well beyond its capacity, however, P.S. 321 suffers persistently from lack of 
space. A mini-building in the yard houses several classrooms as well as the 
science and art rooms, while the gym doubles as a cafeteria. 
One reason the school has become so successful is because of its active parent-
teacher association. It hosts bi-annual potluck dinners, as well a yearly 
carnivals and crafts fairs, which benefit a wide range of student programs, 
including art, music and technology classes. As Karen explained me, Park 
Slope parents who belong to P.S. 321 school’s community are definitely a 
group, and they act as a community institution which pursues for their 
interests. This also means that not every parent in the neighborhood feel they 
belong or want to be affiliated to this group. 
Karen:  I'm not on a Park Slope Parents. 
Lidia:  You are in the school-zone number… 
K.: 321. 
L.:  Oh is that the 321 school zone? 
K.:  Yeah... And I made a conscious decision not to send my child there.  My daughter, I could 
have walked in and registered her for kindergarten in the New York City for preschool, which 
is four years old, is a random lottery.  So in your zone, in your district you get to just put a 
list of 12 schools that you would like your child to go to and they go into a computer and the 
computer pulls out names and you get placed. Five out of ten kids don't get placed because 
there's not enough space in district 15.  So a lot of Isabella's friends didn't even get a spot.  
She got a spot in the school down on Henry Street and Third Place called the Brooklyn New 
School T.S. 146, it's a public school.  My older sister's children were going there, it's what we 
call a progressive school, very hands on based experience learning, wonderful.  Mix of kids 
black, white, Chinese, Hispanic, foster kids, but I mean like… Totally mixed, wonderful and 
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we got there for pre-K and I was like oh I'll just for convenience sake kindergarten I'll just 
walk in and sign her up for 321.  So it's a totally different kind of … 
L.:  Why didn’y you... 
K.:  I don't want to be affiliated with that.  I mean I hate to say it’s like... it's a sense of 
entitlement, like a very snobby don't limit your kids, don't yell at your kids, don't discipline 
your kids, my kid is better... “we have more money” kind of attitude, that's just not...  And I 
know people from here who have that attitude, who are very happy to have that kind of person 
coming into the neighborhood.  But those of us who are a little bit more, I don't know, like 
practical, down to earth! (Karen)   
What it seems clear is that the parent’s groups of P.S. 321 are depicted 
nowadays not as progressive as the pioneer reformers were, but as entitled, 
super-rich, often too protective and anxious kind of parents. Moreover, the 
upper-class feature here is palpable in the way Karen concluded her argument 
by talking about a complete different lifestyle associated with this last wave of 
parents who came to live into the neighborhood.   
$40 for a T-shirt for a child who's either going to wreck it, or grow out of it in a month like... 
and we dress them as nice as I can, but, you know, I can't spend that kind of money on 
clothes.  And I have friends that can, mind you I have a friend of mine that grew up, we went 
to school together, her mom still lives on the block.  But she married a man, not from here, 
who makes a lot of money and she sends her kids to Berkeley Carroll, the private school that's 
over here, where I went to, actually, for high school, because they were going bankrupt, so 
they were giving out scholarships but now it's $30,000 a year for preschool.  And I don't see 
her anymore because... it's a different interest!! (Karen) 
Charmain - first generation Caribbean migrants born in New York - lives as a 
single mother with her 11 years old son in another Brooklyn’s neighborhood, 
Lefferts Gardens, on the west side of Prospect Park. I met her when I was 
following a class at the Brooklyn College and she told me that because she 
doesn’t like public schools in her neighborhood she commutes everyday to 
P.S. 282 in Park Slope. Charmain, in fact, has heard that son’s own school was 
not that great, so she inquired in Park Slope and they put him on the wait-list. 
Fortunately he was able to get in. 
That school, actually, has a lot of students that commute in.  There are students who live in 
the neighborhood but the majority, I would say, is coming from outside the neighborhood.  The 
students, the kids that live in the neighborhood, they more tend to go to school like the 
independent school, like Berkeley Carroll, which is right up the public school’s block.  That's 
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where most of the neighborhood school children go to. Or P.S. 321, but does not take outside 
students from outside the neighborhood.  So, most of them go to Berkeley Carroll,  which is, I 
mean, it's a great school.  I can't afford it!! (Charmain) 
Talking about upper-class lifestyles, as we can read in a recent interview65 
made to the novelist I was mentioning before, “people who made 321 what it 
is today are agog that we have kids being dropped off in limos now”. 
However, if P.S. 321’s kids are being usually drop off the school in limousine, 
Charmain told me a complete different story, the story of low-income or 
minority parents who commute every day from other neighborhoods to give 
their kids the chance of a better education:  
I drop him off.  So, when he started in first grade, we would take the train in.  It’s about 4 or 5 
stops on the train from where we live to Park Slope and then it’s another 3, 4 blocks to walk 
from the train station, so I used to, from first to now, walk him in.  Once in a while he’ll walk 
in by himself.  We’ll get on the train together, he’ll get off at the stop and then he’ll walk the 3 
or 4 blocks by himself.  So he does that now.  (Charmain) 
Besides, the time that parents in Park Slope devote to their children (alone or 
together with their nannies) is another interesting marker of the class-status of 
these last waves of population in the neighborhood. 
I would say there are, say when I drop him off in the morning, I'll see the same parents 
dropping off their child they're running out or sometimes they're staying around because they 
need to speak to a teacher, or principal, or someone.  I am not there for 3 pm pick up because 
I'm still at work.  Most of the times, when I do get off early and I am able to get there for 3 
pm, then anytime I pick him up for 3, I'd see the same parents also.  So you have, maybe like, 
say for instance, the mother will drop off the child in the morning, maybe father's picking up 
the child in the afternoon.  So that's probably, maybe “typical parents” in Park Slope. 
(Charmain) 
Parallel to this, the same changes have been little by little witnessed in all the 
neighborhood schools. The wife of Mr. Park Slope, who is a teacher in another 
local elementary school, is experiencing the same kind of changes, as he told 
me: 
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It's like the old Park Slope but changing very rapidly, because a lot of upper middle-class 
families are moving over there, and she sees it in her school, that it used to be a very old-
fashioned school with working-class kids, Irish, Italian families.  Now they're getting the more 
entitled, involved parents that they think that public school is private school and that they 
should be treated... like they're paying tuition and that their child is special, and they should 
get as much attention as possible. It is. That's the mentality of the stroller crowd.  That didn't 
exist back in the 70s, that's for sure. (Mr. Park Slope) 
What it is at the stake of the parental activism today is the worry about where 
their children will attend public school pre-kindergarten. The Park Slope 
school district, in fact, was one of seven across the city where there was not 
enough space for pre-kindergartners last year. Recent U.S. Census data  
showed that the number of Park Slopers under the age of 5 had grown by 35 
percent since 2000 - no surprise to anyone familiar with “the stroller capital of 
Brooklyn” as people all over New York used to picture Park Slope, which has 
become such a family neighborhood (See how many strollers are usually 
parked at the community center entrance on Ninth Street in Figure 15). 
Prekindergarten at Public School 107 on Eighth Ave. was harder to get into 
than Harvard last year, The New York Daily News has reported66, with space for 
just 6.8 percent of the 263 applicants who competed last year for 18 spots. 
Competition at other neighborhood schools was nearly as steep; P.S. 39 on 
Sixth Avenue had 36 spots for 236 applicants, and P.S. 321 on Seventh Avenue 
had 292 applicants for 48 spots. Meanwhile, it is a waiting game for anxious 
District 15 parents in Park Slope.  
Eventually, at the time this work has been written, the Park Slope Community 
Education Council approved an elementary school rezoning proposal 
designed to relieve heavy overcrowding in the neighborhood’s well-regarded 
public schools. The decision followed months of acrimonious debate. 
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Figure 15, An overcrowded stroller park at the community center entrance on Ninth 
Street in Park Slope. 
Author’s archive. 
  
On one side, the Education Department has pushed forward a plan to redraw 
several zones in the area and add a new school in an effort to keep crowded 
institutions from becoming even more tightly packed. According to them, in 
fact, P.S. 321’s enrollment has risen 17 percent over the past six years, while 
P.S. 107’s has increased 37 percent. On the other, the rezoning ends several 
years of hand-wringing over public schools 321 and 107, both so desirable in 
Park Slope circles that home buyers in the area pay a premium to live within 
the schools’ attendance zones  (See the re-zoning schools map in Figure 16). 
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Figure 16, Re-zoning schools map. The area marked "New ES" is the zone for P.S. 118, 
the new K-5 school opening in fall 2013 at 211 Eight Street and Fourth Avenue67.  
  
The plan transfers the blocks west of Fifth Avenue in P.S. 321’s zone into that 
of a new elementary school, to be opened in the former St. Thomas Aquinas 
school building on Eighth Street and Fourth Avenue. It also shifts some of P.S. 
107’s southern and western blocks to the zone of another school, P.S. 10. 
Interestingly, ones again, despite the upper-class trend experienced by public 
schools in Park Slope, the rezoning agreement was reached after a 
compromise: the 30 percent of the spots at P.S. 133 in the northern part of 
Slope, would be reserved for low- income and minority students in the 
overcrowded Sunset Park (a closer Mexican and Chinese populated 
neighborhood of Brooklyn)68. 
 	  
                                                
67	  Source:	  DNAinfo.com	  New	  York	  -­‐	  February	  25,	  2013.	  
68	   "At	  an	  Overcrowded	  School	   in	  Park	  Slope,	  No	  one	  Wants	   to	  Leave,"	  article	  by	  Elizabeth	  A.	  Harris,	  
published	   on	   The	   New	   York	   Times	   –	   29	   October	   2012;	   “Park	   Slope	   Education	   Council	   Approves	  
Rezoning	  Proposal,”	  article	  by	  Vivian	  Yee,	  published	  on	  The	  New	  York	  Times	  –	  28	  November	  2012.	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Conclusions 
Brother: Where is this real estate, Elgar?  
Elgar: It’s in the Park Slope area. 
Brother: Park Slope?  
Sister: Park Slope! 
Brother: Good god, Elgar. Are you aware that’s a 
colored neighborhood?69 
 
Park Slope residents have surely witnessed changes in recent years: more 
boutiques and restaurants, less crime, and of course, higher rent. But to 
witness a dramatic contrast between the Stroller City of today and of the past, 
anything is more impressive than the 1970 film The Landlord. The film depicts 
a pre-gentrification neighborhood that little resembles the Park Slope of 
today. The mother of Beau Bridges’ character refers to the area with horror as 
“the ghetto,” and, in turn, Park Slope’s residents aren’t too thrilled at being 
pushed out of their homes. The changed landscape of Park Slope was, in fact, 
recently discussed at BAM, where Elliott Kalan, a writer for The Daily Show 
and a Slope resident, said:  
The differences between Park Slope now and 40 years ago are enormous. In 1970, Park Slope 
was predominantly black and lower-class. The brownstones were crumbling, stores were 
shuttered, blocks were burnt out. Now, Park Slope is synonymous with a certain level of 
wealth, privilege and food-centric hipster parenting. Back then only the barest roots of 
gentrification had started, and that’s what this movie is about70. 
The landlord of the film's title is a preppy rich kid from Long Island named 
Elgar (Beau Bridges) who buys an apartment building at 51 Prospect Place 
near Sixth Avenue in Park Slope. Elgar intends to evict the current residents 
— all of whom are black — and convert the property into a posh flat for 
himself. The New York Times, in feature headlined Before Gentrification Was 
Cool, It Was a Movie, describes it as “an experimental, satirical film, from a 
script by an unknown black screenwriter, about a wealthy young white man 
who decides to buy a Brooklyn tenement and ease out the black tenants so he 
can gut it and move in”71. “The strongest drive we have as a human life force 
is to gain territory,” we hear early on in the movie, but it's not easy for Elgar at 
all (as the photo in Figure 17 suggests) though modern-day viewers.  
                                                
69	  Dialogue	  transcript	  from	  “The	  Landlord”,	  a	  1970	  film	  directed	  by	  Hal	  Ashby,	  which	  was	  based	  on	  the	  
novel	  by	  Kristin	  Hunter.	  
70“The	   Landlord'	   Offers	   a	   Glimpse	   of	   Pre-­‐Gentrification	   Park	   Slope”,	   article	   by	   Melanie	   White,	  
published	  on	  Park	  Slope,	  NY	  Patch	  –	  26	  January	  2011.	  
71	  “Before	  Gentrification	  Was	  Cool,	  It	  Was	  a	  Movie”,	  article	  by	  Mike	  Hale,	  published	  on	  The	  New	  York	  
Times	  –	  19	  September	  2007.	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The movie’s exteriors were shot at 51 Prospect Place, which remains standing 
today but now looks like it came from an alternate universe. “Well, of course 
what happens is he gets involved in the life of his tenants, and they get 
involved in his life,” said Mike Woram, who happens to be the current 
landlord of 51 Prospect Place. “And it gets very, very complicated and very 
interesting. Sometimes hilarious and sometimes tragic72.” There are no such 
escapades at 51 Prospect Place today, but current landlord said the movie was 
a fascinating time capsule of pre-gentrification Park Slope. Woram bought his 
first house in the neighborhood in 1977 for $44,000. When prices went up ten 
years later he sold it and purchased 51 Prospect Place for $300,000. The block 
wasn't that different from the one 
depicted in "The Landlord." 
According to Woram’s next-door 
neighbor Fern Serrell, who bought 
her place in 1979, the most recent 
purchase on the block sold for $ 1.6 
million. “And I think they’ve gone 
up,” Serrell said. “I used to call this 
half of the block “The Demilitarized 
Zone.” It's an amazing 
transformation for a neighborhood 
that is variously described in 
Ashby's film as an old ghetto area 
and a dreadful slum.  
 
Figure 17, Mr. Bridges and Louis 
Grossett Jr. in "The Landlord" (1970)73. 
 
Beyond Park Slope’s gentrification, the film tackles head-on the broader 
subject of race relations. Forty years later, the predominantly black, working-
class block depicted in the movie is almost unrecognizable. Serrell was one of 
the first to plant the trees that now tower over the block in every direction – a 
far cry from the bare, sun-drenched streetscape portrayed in The Landlord. 
While a handful of longtime black residents remain, Woram says the newest 
gentrifiers are ironically more like the farcical character of Elgar – whiter and 
richer – than before. 
Even more. 
                                                
72	  “The	  Landlord'	  Shows	  Park	  Slope	  Before	  Gentrification	  Took	  Hold”,	  article	  by	  Derek	  John	  published	  
on	  WNYC	  –12	  	  May	  2011.	  
73	  Source:	  Film	  Forum/MGM	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PLATE III, Overview on South Slope in the late 1990s.  
A photo collection (kindly given to the author). 
 
 
 
 
 
F o u r t h  A v e n u e  a t  
P r o s p e c t  A v e n u e  ( 1 5 t h  
S t r e e t  S u b w a y  
S t a t i o n ) .  O n  t h e  
b a c k g r o u n d  t h e  N i n t h  
S t r e e t  S u b w a y  b r i d g e  
a n d  T  
t h e  W i l l i a m s b u r g  
S a v i n g s  B a n k  T o w e r .      
 
 
 
 
 
F i f t h  A v e n u e  a t  
S i x t e e n t h  S t r e e t .  O n  
t h e  r i g h t  s i d e  w e  c a n  
s e e  t h e  K a r a t e  D o j o  
s i g n  r i g h t  a f t e r  t h e  
m u n i c i p a l  p a r k i n g  
( w h i c h  t o d a y  i s  a  f i v e -
s t o r y  b u i l d i n g  t h a t  
h o u s e  4 9  a f f o r d a b l e ,  
s u p p o r t i v e  r e s i d e n t i a l  
s t u d i o  u n i t s  d e v e l o p e d  
b y  F A C  i n  2 0 0 8 ) .     
 
 
 
 
 
T h e  v e r y  s o u t h e r n  
n e i g h b o r h o o d ’ s  b o r d e r  
o n  F i f t h  A v e n u e  a t  
E i g h t e e n t h  S t r e e t .  O n  
t h e  l e f t  t h e r e  i s  t h e  
h i s t o r i c a l  E a g l e  
P r o v i s i o n s   m a r k e t ,  
a n d  o n  t h e  r i g h t  w e  
c a n  s e e  t h e  A a r o n ’ s  
d e p a r t m e n t  s t o r e ,  
w h i c h  c l o s e d  a f t e r  4 0  
y e a r s  i n  2 0 0 7 .   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A  v i e w  o n  t h e  t o p  o f  
t h e  P a r k  S l o p e  h i l l  a t  
S e v e n t h  A v e n u e  a n d  
P r o s p e c t  A v e n u e ,  
l o o k i n g  t o w a r d  t h e  
G o w a n u s  B a y .    
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PLATE IV, Mapping the Housing stock of Park Slope  
(and the evidences of gentrification). 
A photo collection. 
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5. Stages of Changes in Park Slope, 1973 to 
2013 
	  
Summary 
The evolution of community organizations proved to be a complex process, 
which if on one hand emphasized communal values, on the other it strained 
clashes between groups. Above all, the evolution of groups over time was 
affected in various ways by abandonment, resettlement, and displacement as 
a result of accelerating process of gentrification. 
In Chapters 3 and 4, I have traced the historical development of Park Slope 
and described the great contrasts in income, occupational status, minority 
concentration, and housing which little by little emerged over time between 
the wealthier, white, incoming professionals which used to live in the 
northeast section of the neighborhood and the poorer, minority, blue-collar 
workers of the southwest part. I will, then, report a forty year-span of 
demographic and housing-market shifts with the aim to analyze and discuss 
ethno/racial, income, occupational, and housing-cost differences. 
It emerging over time following the resettlement of incoming professionals in 
the neighborhood. Interestingly, as the geographical boundaries within which 
gentrification was taking place expanded, groups representing different 
interests emerged. As I will explain in the next paragraphs, four waves of 
gentrification showed up across the time and tended to concentrate in four 
different neighborhood areas. In fact, as the process of gentrification 
expanded, the incoming groups formed parallel boundary shifts in the area of 
expansion. 
By identifying four different waves of gentrification in Park Slope – which 
occurred into four different geographical areas – and comparing socio-
demographic and housing characteristics of residents across time I have found 
the evolution of the expansion of professional classes from northeast to 
bordering areas or southwest. 
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5.1 Small housing and a mix of tenants and landlords 
If the brownstoners were a fundamental group at the beginning of Park 
Slope’s renaissance, many residents were renters, one of the most forgotten 
populations in most neighborhoods’ accounts. In fact, if not every, most of the 
early brownstone purchases would not have been possible without the floor-
through renters who helped the new owners pay their mortgages. As one of 
my local gatekeepers told me about his brownstone on Ninth Street at 
Prospect Park: 
So we rented this house with the assumption that my in-laws would take the apartment on the 
first floor and that we would renovate this floor first and then renovate ours second. And then 
what happened when they came over to see the place, they didn’t want to come. So now we 
were stuck! We bought the house and so we... we couldn’t afford it by ourselves so we had to 
rent. And so the top floor was already set up as an apartment. What we did is we renovated 
the top floor quickly and got someone in to rent the house. And then we started working on 
the rest of it. (Prof. J., 69, moved in the neighborhood in 1986, Professor, researcher’s 
gatekeeper since February 2011). 
In addition, Slopers’ landlords had a strong class identity, “and envisioned 
themselves in a constant power struggle with tenants. Renters feared, envied, 
and resented landlords for their unique independence and control over the 
environment” (Osman 2011:44). At the same time, the relationship between 
the two groups was not so terrible; many of the owners can be elderly women 
or couples, with individual rooms or little apartments for rent. They were not 
meant to be highly profitable, but a way for people of moderate means to 
supplement income or subsidize a unit in a brownstone beyond what they 
would otherwise be able to afford. Cleavages between homeowner and tenant 
interests were already discussed and highlighted as resettlements expanded, 
the affordable rental housing market collapsed. As Justa explained, 
Rather than promoting coalition buildings, federal tax policies, which 
redistribute income upward by dispensing enormous subsidies to 
homeowners, reinforce widening class differences while remaining 
sacrosanct in the eyes of those who suffer as well as those who benefit 
(1984:384). 
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In neighborhoods like Park Slope that have small housing and a mix of 
tenants and landlords, the housing market does not operate unfettered and in 
a vacuum. A landlord is not just an independent economic actor; he or she is 
also a member of a community and is influenced in a variety of ways by that 
community. The balance that existed between the landlord's economic 
interests, and his personal relationship with the tenant and community, 
however, has been tipped by the dramatically increasing rents. As we saw 
from the Fifth Avenue Committee (FAC) anti-displacement experiences in 
Chapter 4, community activism can affect the decisions that landlords make. 
This is most effective where the landlord lives and works in the community, 
but has also proven to be effective with absentee landlords who often see 
themselves as part of a larger community. 
In neighborhoods like Park Slope that are made up of small buildings and 
have a mix of landlords and tenants, there has never been a free and 
unfettered housing market. A landlord's relationship within the community 
and the general consensus of the community does and always has influenced 
a landlord’s decisions. However, as I have previously discussed, the FAC 
organizing campaign could mediate the market. It is suggesting that creative 
policy approaches can sometimes co-opt the energy of the housing market 
and make it work to preserve affordable housing. In the shed of this 
experience, the Park Slope community development institutions provided 
platforms for community organizing because they often had strong networks 
of relationships with community residents that were developed into real 
neighborhood leadership and a powerful organizing base. To understand the 
form of gentrification, which happened in Park Slope, it is finally significant to 
state these types of dynamic policy responses to the forces of private 
investment and development, which have helped maintain affordable housing 
for long-time residents and preserve the neighborhood's economic and social 
diversity. 
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5.2 Spanning Forty-years of Housing and Population Statistics  
The U.S. Census data could provide a more general indication of the changes 
during the forty year span of gentrification in Park Slope. In the next 
paragraphs I will discuss a forty year span of demographic and housing-
market shifts with the aim of analyze and discuss ethno/racial, income, 
occupational, and housing-cost differences. This data suggests that 
gentrification in Park Slope has had a significant impact on local ethnic 
transition through an influx of white gentrifiers replacing or displacing 
Hispanic (and to a lesser extent black) residents. 
5.2.1 Housing Statistics for Park Slope and New York City 
First of all, I must say that housing costs in New York City largely reflect the 
interplay of factors that are standard for all metropolitan areas. The nearness 
of a house or apartment to downtown business districts, coupled with the 
quality of the local environment (schools, cultural and recreational resources, 
shopping, and transportation) determine desirability, which in turn governs 
price. Additional factors in the New York housing market are the extremely 
low vacancy rate, the numerous conversions of rental apartments to 
cooperatives, and restrictive rent control laws protecting long-term tenants. 
Each of these factors drives up rental costs, especially in one the most 
desirable neighborhoods like Park Slope74. With 96.3 percent of housing units 
in the neighborhood in 2010 built before 1970, the total number of housing 
units has remained roughly constant between 1970 and 2010 (See Table 3).
                                                
74	   For	   a	   good	   retrospective	  analysis	  of	  New	  York	  neighborhoods	  housing	   choices	  and	   costs,	   see	   the	  
report	  made	  by	  the	  New	  York	  Chamber	  of	  Commerce	  and	  Industry	  (1984).	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Table 3, Housing Statistics for Park Slope and New York City, 1970-2010. 
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However, the tenure of residents has shifted quite dramatically. The 
percentage of owner-occupied housing increased from 17.6 percent of units in 
1970, well below the city-wide average of 23.6 percent, to 41.1 percent in 
2010—well above the city-wide average of 33 percent. Although the city’s rent 
control and the FAC rent stabilization programs - I have already discussed in 
Chapter 4 - kept the rate of increase of mean gross rents in Park Slope in line 
with city-wide trends, the shrinking supply of rental property combined with 
the spectacular 4,135 percent increase in the median specified nominal value 
of owner-occupied property (more than double the rate of increase city-wide), 
has made affordable housing in the neighborhood increasingly hard to come 
by. The activity of first-wave gentrifiers that converted townhouses from 
multiple occupation back to single or dual-family owner occupancy is 
reflected also in the dramatic decline in the percentage of renter-occupied 
units in Park Slope: from 88.4 percent in 1970, to 58.9 in 2010, with a 
corresponding 23.5 percent total decrease (while the city-wide rental trends 
has remained almost constant throughout the last 40 years).  
Indeed, comparing these results with the detailed housing district report 
(Table 4) it is clear that new renters face sharply rising rents. Between 2005 
and 2009, the median rent paid by recent movers rose by 19.3 percent. 
Moreover, Park Slope continued to see a decline in its rate of foreclosures last 
year. Homeowners received foreclosure notices at a rate of 4.5 per 1,000 1–4 
family properties in 2011, compared to 4.9 in 2010. Despite the lingering 
effects of the housing crisis, Park Slope housing prices are constantly growing. 
Park Slope led the city in median sale price per unit in 2–4 family properties in 
2011. In fact, since 2000 Park Slope’s median sales price increased 207 percent, 
moving from $259,595 to $537,500. Nonetheless, probably because of the 
housing crisis, 2–4 family properties fell a little in value between 2010 and 
2011. 
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Table 4, Housing report for Park Slope's Community District, 2000-2011. 
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The same trend has been observed in the sales volume (Figure 18). 
  
Figure 18, Sales Volume (2-4 family buildings) for Park Slope’s Community District, 
1974-2011.  
Source: “The State of New York City’s Housing and Neighborhoods 2011” report, 
Furman Center for Real Estate and Urban Policy at the New York University. 
	  
Park Slope residents were also very dynamic in home purchase loans in 2010, 
at 43.6 percent home purchase loan originations per 1,000 properties, an 
increase from the prior year. The share of these loans that were backed by 
FHA or VA programs75 rose by 6.3 percentage points since 2005. On the other 
hand, the refinancing loan rate dropped from 52.2 per 1,000 properties in the 
neighborhood in 2009 to 39.4 in 2010, so many residents were unable to take 
advantage of historically low interest rates. Moreover, only seven units were 
issued new residential building permits in 2011 than in 2010, and the number 
of permits has fallen by more than 97 percent since 2005. The neighborhood 
had a fairly large number of units issued certificates of occupancy, in 2011 at 
192 units, yet this represents a 48.6 percent decline since 2010. 
                                                
75	   Many	   low	   and	   moderate-­‐income	   families	   cannot	   afford	   a	   20%	   down	   payment.	   They	   must	   buy	  
mortgage	  insurance	  to	  get	  a	  loan.	  However,	  families	  whose	  income	  is	  too	  low	  or	  whose	  credit	  rating	  is	  
not	  good	  enough	  do	  not	  qualify	   for	  private	  mortgage	   insurance.	  To	  help	  these	  families	  get	  approval	  
for	   home	   loans,	   the	   U.S.	   government	   -­‐	   like	   the	   Federal	   Housing	   Administration	   (FHA)	   and	   the	  
Department	   of	   Veterans'	   Affairs	   (VA)	   -­‐	   offers	   loan	   guarantee	   programs	   to	   take	   the	   place	   of	   private	  
mortgage	  insurance.	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Lastly, Park Slope’s Community District has been resilient to the decline in 
real estate prices experienced throughout the city. In 2011, prices there were 
only 3.5 percent below their peak while they were 34 percent below their peak 
in the city as a whole. Prices in Park Slope’s Community District peaked in 
2008 compared to 2006 in the city (Figure 19). 
	  
Figure 19, Index for Housing Price Appreciation (2-4 family buildings) for Park 
Slope’s Community District, 1974-2011.  
Source: “The State of New York City’s Housing and Neighborhoods 2011” report, 
Furman Center for Real Estate and Urban Policy at the New York University. 
	  
5.2.2 The Population shift in Park Slope and New York City 
As we could clearly understand through this housing overview, in returning 
historic homes to their former glory, gentrifiers were transforming not just the 
face of the built environment, but also the composition and qualitative feel of 
the neighborhood (Table 5). 
These changes must be understood in the context of wider demographic 
changes in the City of New York since its near-bankruptcy during the 
economic crisis of the 1970s (Lees 2003:2498).  
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Table 5, Demographic Statistics for Park Slope and New York City, 1970-2010. 
	  
 
 
 
Source:  Author’s elaboration on Social Explorer & U.S. Bureau of the Census data. 
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However, these demographic shifts reflect wider national trends rather than 
changes specific to Park Slope. In contrast to the city as a whole, the 
neighborhood has always been predominantly White, with recent modest 
percentage declines between the 1980s and the 2000s in the White population 
largely reflecting the small but growing Hispanic population (See its spatial 
distribution from 1990 to 2010 in Figure 20). Moreover, since the 
neighborhood’s African American and Hispanic population has constantly 
decreased during the 1990s, in contrast to city and nation-wide trends (Table 
5), I can argue that, those displaced by first wave gentrification in Park Slope 
were predominantly African American, Hispanic, and White ethnic (Irish, 
Polish, and Italian Americans) that used to dwell in the neighborhood before 
the beginning of the gentrification process. They probably were blue collar 
people, not highly educated, displaced by the increased costs of the housing 
market. 
In fact, while the racial make-up of Park Slope has not changed much over the 
past 40 years, neighborhood residents have become increasingly wealthy, 
better educated and even more heavily involved in professional occupations 
and in the financial services industry, both in absolute terms and relative to 
the population of the city as a whole. As first-wave gentrifiers were often 
Protestant or Jewish, who tended to send their children to public schools76 in 
the neighborhood, rather than to the local private and Catholic schools, 
gentrification in the neighborhood had a liberal progressive political 
dimension (interestingly) as well as the class and, to a lesser extent racial, (in 
contrast) ones that have been the focus of most gentrification research (Boyd 
2008; Butler 1997; Freeman and D. 2006; Hyra 2008; Ley 1996; Moore 2000; 
Pattillo 2007). The most dramatic changes in Park Slope have been the 
                                                
76	  Because	  of	  the	  extreme	  liberalness	  of	  the	  first	  wave	  of	  gentrifiers,	  Park	  Slopers	  believed	  that	  public	  
schools	  were	  just	  as	  good	  as	  private.	  As	  I	  will	  explain,	  nowadays	  public	  schools	  in	  Park	  Slope	  are	  the	  
best	  ranked	  public	  school	  in	  New	  York	  City.	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increases in income, particularly since the 1990s, and their divergence from 
city-wide trends (Table 5). 
Figure 20, Spatial distribution of the Hispanic population in Park Slope (1990 to 
2010). 
Source:  Author’s elaboration on Social Explorer & U.S. Bureau of the Census data. 
 
!
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As Figure 21 demonstrates, the number of households in Park Slope with an 
income below the median income for all New York City households has 
become steadily smaller over time, with the most rapid changes taking place 
during the 1980s and after the 1990s. Over the past 40 years, the median 
household income in Park Slope increased to 1,162.8 percent, redoubling the 
city-wide rate. As a result, now most of Park Slope's gentrifying families and 
individuals are undoubtedly in the top 5% of the nation's earners. While these 
changes are suggestive of what Lees (2003) calls “super-gentrification”, such 
cross-sectional analysis does not provide a basis for inferring whether they are 
the result of displacement of older residents by more wealthy incomers, of the 
relative enrichment of existing residents (either through ageing, increased 
salaries, the stock market or some other processes), or some combination of 
the two. Nor does such quantitative analysis provide a basis for explaining the 
underlying causes of the process responsible for super-gentrification. 
	  
Figure 21, Trends in the median household income in New York City and Park Slope, 
1970-2010.  
Source:  Author’s elaboration on Social Explorer & U.S. Bureau of the Census data. 
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As Lees (2003) points out in her analysis of the super-gentrification process in 
the neighborhood of Brooklyn Heights,  far from leveling-off throughout the 
1990s, as might be predicted by stage theory and neo-Marxist rent-gap-type 
explanations on the dialectic of disinvestment and reinvestment, the value of 
housing in Park Slope continued the steady climb that began with the first 
wave of gentrification in the 1970s. The average specified value of owner-
occupied property in Park Slope in 2010 was $915,715, up from $526,134 in 
2000 (Table 3). Converting the nominal values reported in the census to 2012 
inflation-adjusted dollars using the implicit price deflator for GNP77, shows 
that the increases in Park Slope’s property are “real”. 
Accordingly to Lees (2003), there is some independent statistical evidence to 
support the widespread belief in Park Slope that this latest wave of super-
gentrification has been fuelled by large bonuses and salaries from Wall Street. 
Not surprisingly, given its proximity to lower Manhattan and the financial 
district, substantial numbers of Park Slope’s residents in 2010 are employed in 
the finance, insurance, and real estate industry; half of the whole labor force 
has a professional or technical occupation, and almost a quarter working as 
managers and administrators (Table 5). What is particularly noteworthy about 
this is that, whereas employment in the so-called FIRE industry has gone 
down in New York City as a whole since its peak in 198778, it actually 
increased in Park Slope during the 1990s (Table 5). The same trend was 
reported by Lees in the neighborhood of Brooklyn Heights:  
This is important because, during a decade of stagnant or even falling 
real wages in other industries in the city, wages in finance have sky-
rocketed. Even those not directly employed in finance relied on stock 
market assets to help finance new purchases in the neighborhood 
(2003:2505). 
                                                
77	  For	  related	  information,	  see	  the	  U.S.	  Bureau	  of	  Economic	  Analysis	  (BEA)	  at	  http://www.bea.gov/.	  
78	  Source:	  U.S.	  Bureau	  of	  Labor	  Statistics,	  Current	  Employment	  Statistics	  Survey	  2002.	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In this section, I have examined the beginning of the process of super-
gentrification in the neighborhood of Park Slope. To date, most gentrification 
scholars has focused on the cultural and economic changes resulting from the 
influx of new money and people into relatively disinvested and often 
depopulated areas. By contrast, super-gentrification takes place in already- 
mature, gentrified neighborhoods. Accordingly to the thesis of Lees (2003) the 
phenomenon of super-gentrification presents something of a challenge both to 
stage model explanations of gentrification (which presume a final end-point to 
the processes of gentrification) and to neo-Marxist “rent-gap” explanations, 
(within the main thesis on the disinvestment and reinvestment in the city) 
tend to ignore changing neighborhoods (Hackworth and Smith 2001). 
As I have outlined, the gentrification process acquires different local 
characteristics, which is why it is so important to recognize the geographical 
and historical specificity of this case. Since the end of the 1960s a pioneer 
group of liberal progressive professionals began to reshape the neighborhood. 
This specific countercultural footprint together with a stunning architectural 
significance has contributed to the rise of  “beauty” in Park Slope, giving it the 
reputation of one of the most livable places in New York City. Moreover, few 
places in Brooklyn are so closely located to lower Manhattan and the financial 
district, that is to say “into the flows of global capital” (Lees 2003:20). 
Although not entirely unique to Park Slope, Butler and Robson (2001) have 
also found evidence of the regentrification of Barnsbury in inner-London, as 
Lees (2003) did in Brooklyn Heights, the resulting processes of super-
gentrification are relatively circumscribed. 
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5.3 Four Rolling Waves of Gentrification in Park Slope 
 
Gentrification is not a polite word in liberal 
Brooklyn. It connotes a situation in which ‘the 
haves’ impose their lifestyle on the ‘have-nots’. 
Gentrification is an offensive word to many 
Brooklynites. And yet, most people enjoy and 
benefit from the result.  
“Gentrification is Rebirth”, John B. Manbeck on The 
Brooklyn Daily Eagle - April 22, 2002  
	  
As Morgan and Ren (2012) recently stated, there is nothing new about 
studying the key role of artists in urban change (Zukin 1982) especially in 
New York City, where artists converted industrial lofts into studios and living 
spaces, turning run-down or abandoned districts into “cool” neighborhoods. 
The forty year span of gentrification in the Brooklyn neighborhood of Park 
Slope has challenged me to explore a different characteristic that promoted 
gentrification. Here the scene was interpreted during the late 1960s by a group 
of middle-class, well educated, liberal progressive people. They challenge the 
politics of the neighborhood, setting up the community of what it was, a 
down-at-heel neighborhood, which helped to create a complete new 
reputation of its appealing housing stock. 
Talking about the shift in the neighborhood demographics, one of the words 
that have obsessed me since the beginning of the field research and the 
understanding of the different ways to get access to the Park Slope kind of 
urban living is “privilege” (See the sketches taken from the Author’s research 
notes in Figure 22). Moreover, while the story of gentrification within each 
community is unique, the process tends to unfold in a series of recognizable 
stages. The first stage involves some significant public or nonprofit 
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redevelopment investment and/or private newcomers buying and rehabbing 
vacant units. 
Figure 22, Author’s sketches: preliminary attempts to understand the linkage of 
urban forms, gentrification zones and different social groups during the 40-year span 
of gentrification in Park Slope. 
Researcher’s notes, February 2012. 
  
In the next stage, the neighborhood's low housing costs and other amenities 
become known and housing costs rise. Displacement begins as landlords take 
advantage of rising market values and evict long-time residents in order to 
rent or sell to the more affluent. Increasingly, newcomers are more likely to be 
homeowners, and the rising property values cause down payment 
requirements to increase. With new residents come commercial amenities that 
serve higher income levels. As rehabilitation becomes more apparent, prices 
escalate and displacement occurs in force. New residents have lower tolerance 
for existing social service facilities that serve homeless populations or other 
low-income needs; as well as industrial and other uses they view as 
undesirable. Original residents are displaced along with their industries, 
commercial enterprises, faith institutions, and cultural traditions. 
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In fact, during the evolution of the gentrification in Park Slope, the different 
social groups used their neighborhood repertoires to draw boundaries 
(socioeconomic, cultural, and moral) in order to demarcate themselves from 
others, between other groups or other neighborhoods. One of the main pivots 
around which the habitus of gentrifiers and super-gentrifiers has been 
constructed is the privilege of the home, I would say the privilege of the 
brownstone in this case. In the last 40 years, this privilege has radically 
determined the way of life (call it urban living) of the different groups of 
gentrifiers. I refer here to the economic privilege of those who could buy a 
house when prices were low or who were able to maintain a rent stabilized 
apartment or who are now wealthy newcomers that can afford luxurious 
apartments. In so doing, expressing the rolling waves of capital investment.  
 
5.3.1 Spatializing Gentrification 
Thus, from initial research79, I have determined that there are four areas of 
Park Slope with characteristically different patterns of housing stock and 
architectural variety which reflect the various kinds of residents in terms of 
class/level of education and race/ethnicity. These also represent the 
development of the waves of gentrification that spanned over four decades, 
from the late 1960s to the present. As we can observe in the map in Figure 23, 
gentrification in Park Slope started in the late 1960s taking exactly the place of 
the historic district - along the northern named streets and going southeast all 
along Prospect Park West [black area below]; the second wave occurred on 
8th and 7th Avenue from the early 1980s to the mid-1990s [green area below]; 
                                                
79	   I	   intersected	  various	  source	  of	   information	  about	  the	   last	  40	  years	  of	  history	  of	  Park	  Slope,	  doing	  
archival	  researches	  at	  the	  historical	  section	  of	  the	  Brooklyn	  Public	  Library,	  accessing	  the	  census	  data	  
from	   1960s	   to	   the	   present	   to	   verify	   the	   basic	   socio-­‐demographic	   data	   at	   the	   level	   of	   Street	   blocks	  
(race/ethnicity,	   level	  of	  education,	   income,	  occupation,	  housing	  values	  and	  quality,	  home	  ownership	  
and	  poverty	  rate),	  consulting	  visual	  archives	  of	  different	  long	  term	  community	  institutions	  (as	  the	  Park	  
Slope	   Food	   Coop,	   and	   the	   Community	   Garden	   on	   6th	   Avenue	   and	   15th	   Street)	   and	   finally,	  
talking/interviewing	  old	  Park	  Slope’s	  residents	  who	  indeed	  gave	  me	  precious	  private	  photographs.	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consequently the third one went toward 6th Avenue [yellow area below]; and 
finally, from the mid-2000s the last wave of gentrification is in progress on the 
south end of 5th and 4th Avenue [red area below].   
5.3.2 Mapping Park Slope’s social groups, Mapping the Agents for Gentrification 
The North Slope, adjacent to Grand Army Plaza and the 7th Avenue shopping 
area, offered the only stores or restaurants in “the Slope” until the 1990s. But 
nowadays shops and dining areas are opening in South Slope as well. Indeed, 
the beauty of its landscape and architecture make this neighborhood a very 
attractive area with historic brownstones sloping down from the magnificent 
west side of Prospect Park. In fact, one of the priciest areas of Park Slope is 
where the streets have names and not only numbers, which is the northeast 
or, being more precise, at the intersection of those named streets with Prospect 
Park West, the “park block.” However, the housing stock of the neighborhood 
was always class stratified. The lots itself were different, so then getting 
beyond Ninth Street they get decreasingly nice. Starting at the park blocks, 
there are still brownstones, as we start going down, the houses start becoming 
brick. They start being built as lower middle class housing, and then the lower 
down we go on the hill, the lower down we go on the class strata and, just in 
terms of the housing stock, when we get between Fifth and Fourth Avenues 
we are already a whole other class fraction away.  
Nonetheless, the beginning of the gentrification process in Park Slope was 
driven by the effort of a specific group of people. Pioneer gentrifiers, whom 
perhaps would never recognize themselves with this kind of “label,” were 
undoubtedly the “booster” of the changing of Park Slope to a historic site 
while most Manhattanites still considered it an unacceptable place even to go 
for dinner. By organizing, raising money and agitation for preservation, by 
lobbing bankers  to limit redlining, the pioneer gentrifiers were very vocal and 
effective champions  of  the brownstone  revival  that spread from Brooklyn to 
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Figure 23, Forty years-span of gentrification in Brooklyn’s Park Slope. Mapping the 
four waves of gentrification for the period of the late 1960s-to present; the more left of 
the color map indication, the younger the transformations.  
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the rest of the country. If preservation constitutes an alternative strategy for 
the revalorization of the historic heritage of a district (Zukin 1982), 
gentrification in Brooklyn began as a grassroots movement led by young and 
idealistic white college graduates searching for authenticity and life outside 
the burgeoning suburbs. As Osman (2011) argues, this first stage of 
gentrification was idealistic and anti-chic, anti-corporate. All of the pioneer 
gentrifiers had their moral code focused on giving the neighborhood a new 
life. In fact it seems that the preservationists of Park Slope were never 
motivated by money or economic interests in real estate. The only house that 
most of them ever owned was their own Park Slope brownstone. They were 
not exactly “rich.” They were teachers and nurses, artists and writers, 
architects and engineers whom were able to get a mortgage during the critical 
problem of red-lining. They were agents for the further waves of 
gentrification. As we saw, however, through the time its avenues became 
more and more filled with fancy, overpriced boutiques and the neighborhood 
would offer up as a prototype of modern urban living for WASPs80  
…beat or hippie-influenced, liberal arts school graduate, spoiled 
suburban children of the baby-boomer generation (i.e. “Yuppies”), 
inspired by television and movies, who envisioned Park Slope’s quaint 
tree-lined streets as a real-life Sesame Street set, perfect to raise children 
among other like-minded individuals in an urban setting. Those natives 
still remaining are dismissed by the Yuppie gentrifiers as a breed of 
“Reverse Redneck”: dopey, uneducated, brusque, greasy ‘Arthur 
Fonzarelli’ types with thick accents whom are conversely not ‘real New 
Yorkers,’ such as the Yuppies, but rather regional residents by accident 
of birth who serve no purpose other than to be Park Slope placeholders 
until more Yuppies arrive from their cul de sac spawning grounds to 
claim their rightful brownstones81. 
 
                                                
80	  White	  Anglo-­‐Saxon	  Protestant	   (WASP)	   is	  an	   informal	   term,	  often	  derogatory	  or	  disparaging,	   for	  a	  
closed	   group	   of	   high-­‐status	   Americans	  mostly	   of	   British	   Protestant	   ancestry.	   The	   term	   implies	   this	  
group	   wields	   disproportionate	   financial	   and	   social	   power.	   Source:	   Lewis,	   A.	   "WASP	   —	   From	  
Sociological	  Concept	  to	  Epithet,"	  Ethnicity,	  II,	  June	  (1975),	  153-­‐62.	  
81	  Source:	  website	  Urban	  Dictionary	  about	  Park	  Slope,	  www.urbandictionary.com	  -­‐	  Accessed	  on	  March	  
27th,	  2012.	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Figure 24, Taxonomy of the Park Slope gentrifying neighborhood. 
 
The writer Amy Sohn, talking about the life of Rebecca, perfectly describes the 
gap between the northwest part of the neighborhood (where it is located the 
historic district and which experienced the first wave of gentrification) and its 
southeast (with a more modest housing stock and commercial spaces, the last 
frontier of this changing):  
The neighborhood itself was testament to this. On Rebecca’s block alone, 
Carroll Street between Eight Avenue and Prospect Park West, half a 
dozen buildings had undergone facade renovations in the past years. 
Rebecca could not even push Abbie down Seventh Avenue to 
Connecticut Muffin to grab a French roast without bracing for the roar of 
jackhammers. Down on Fourth Avenue, a gritty strip of tire repair shops, 
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gas stations, and glass cutters, new modernist buildings featuring 
million-dollar lofts were going up each day82.  
All of those discourses and representations on Park Slope’s reputation helped 
me to delineate the character of the neighborhood and to focus on its different 
social groups (Figure 24) and their unique internal codes and set of 
symbolisms: 
Consumption was inconspicuous in Park Slope in a way it wasn’t on the 
Upper East Side. The women with rich husbands never called them 
hedge fund managers or investment bankers. They just said, “He’s in 
finance.” If you were rich in Park Slope, you tried to hide it. But there 
were giveaways, and these giveaways got under Karen’s skin: the 
mothers who mentioned that their kids went to Saint Ann’s; the two-
thousand-dollar Mulberry handbags that some women took to the 
playground; the Southampton Beach stickers on the Subaru Foresters 
parked on the streets. When she got to the intersection of Prospect Park 
West and Carroll, she crossed to the park side, walked two blocks south 
to Garfield Place and sat on a green bench facing a strip of mansions. The 
air was thick and sticky and passerby wore looks of glazed weariness, 
eager to get into the comfort of air-conditioned apartments. Babies lolled 
in strollers, red-faced, while East Indian nannies patted them with 
hankies83. 
The urban gentry group, or more specifically the Park Slope’s super gentrifiers, 
may be observed lolling around with yoga mats or oversized luxury baby 
strollers (mainly branded by Maclaren), or they may be seen in Converse 
Chuck Taylor sneakers flitting by on skateboards or the Italian Piaggio-Vespa 
scooters. Behind their dark-framed glasses, hiking/rafting sport sandals and 
nasal tone, Park Slope Yuppies have a reputation for displaying acute 
leisurely lifestyles, like brand-name or tailored clothing, exorbitant expensive 
automobiles or for buying their groceries in specific high-priced organic 
gourmet markets. The same feeling was openly expressed by Stephanie, a 
long-term resident who told me more about the neighborhood’s change: 
                                                
82	  See	  Sohn	  (2009:2),	  (op.	  cit.).	  
83	  See	  Sohn	  (2009:18),	  (op.	  cit.).	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It just feels like it’s overrun with like families and children now. Then over time this 
neighborhood has become almost a caricature of affluent, Yuppie-hood with entitled parents 
and kids wearing punk t-shirts.  It’s ridiculous.  You can’t blame the children, they’re just 
children. It’s the parents, or some of them, are just jerks. (...) It’s just the obnoxious parents, 
that’s who. And it’s just this sense of – I’m sure of course, there’s all those stories of the food 
coop, which I’ll never go near, but some people do have that sense of community to be doing 
that.  But, for me, it just feels – it’s just not my thing.  I’m not crunchy in that way.  I don’t 
need to eat organic food, I’ll eat anything.  I’m not a coffee snob; I’ll buy a Dunkin’ Donut 
coffee sometimes. Shoot me, I don’t care.  Some people feel like they have to have the best of the 
best all the time.  I’m like: “Give me a break! I’m from Brooklyn, we’re not fancy!” 
(Stephanie, 53, moved in the neighborhood in 1998, Photo Editor, interviewed in May 2012). 
As Zukin remarks, the neighborhood of Park Slope created a model of 
aesthetically interesting, inner-city living, 
…that by the 1980s would attract and retain a post-postwar middle class 
of professionals, artists, and intellectuals – a “creative class” before the 
name was invented. These significant changes nonetheless left a gap 
between celebrating the authenticity of historic houses and 
acknowledging the authenticity of the lower-class families who lived in 
them (2010:12). 
A neighborhood once considered a symbol of blight in the 1950s, today is one 
of the most appreciated place for New York’s wealthy and educated people. 
Despite the fact that creative are often “neo-bohemians” and well educated 
young people, they are usually out of the money, and “into the arts”. As I 
have observed, they sometimes overlapped with working class people and 
super-gentrifiers, and sometimes do not. However, “with hip bars and cafés, 
used-book stores, yoga studios, and renovated townhouses” –  as Osman 
describes, Park Slope “is no longer regarded by the public as blighted, but 
instead is both celebrated and reviled as a site of cultural consumption for a 
new middle class” (2011:8). 
	  
5.4 Existing Land Use, Zoning, and Vision Plans  
Park Slope has a little bit of everything: stately brownstones, attractive 
apartment buildings, a farmer's market, independently owned businesses, 
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transit, an adjoining park, and active residents, some of whom moved to the 
area as urban homesteaders when it was being abandoned in the 1960s. The 
efforts of the local Fifth Avenue Committee have helped maintain affordable 
housing for long-time residents and preserve the neighborhood's economic 
and social diversity. As we already discussed, the start of a several-decades-
long turnaround began in the 1960s when visionary residents, moved into the 
neighborhood. Nevertheless, more recently, the department of city planning 
rezoned Park Slope in 2003, 2005 and 2011 to cap building heights on the 
brownstone side streets while accommodating taller apartment houses in the 
Fourth Avenue transit corridor. 
This brief analysis of the current urban development projects within and 
around Park Slope is significant in order to understand the profit  people can 
make and do make from developing real estate during the gentrification 
process. Logan and Molotch (1987) theorized the “growth machine” model, 
which has to do with “power” in urban space. To be more precise, it is about 
people and institutions who act from self-interest to benefit from dealings in 
land market. Indeed when the authors talk about people they mean a group of 
people who have a certain part in their society, who are set in an important 
and powerful position in the city. Here, significant is the role of elites: they 
lead, in fact, powerful institutions with access to capital; they are “place 
entrepreneurs” who dominate the land market and otherwise creating growth 
from a place. 
All kinds of growth are not equally good. Growth in general may not be good 
for everyone. In fact, we are trained and raised to think that growth is good 
because it brings people, jobs, and higher wages. We are also socialized to see 
growth as a good thing, but do we need to? Moreover, what kind of growth 
do we need? As I will explain, the Atlantic Yards project is connected to this 
model, is a specific case in which we can see the cleavage between the profit 
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from land and the production of new places (the exchange values of space) 
and  the social, cultural, and emotional meaning of places where people live 
(the use values of space). 
Of course, everyone in the surrounded communities has understood the huge 
business that the building of a new stadium will bring in their neighborhoods. 
However, other questions were raised; “what will happen to people who will 
be displaced from there?;” or “are low income population residential areas 
going to be built, where will the facilities will be placed?” and so on. 
Presenting what is at stake of this Brooklyn’s borough area will allow me to 
show how the “growth” model is operating as a powerful social stratification 
“machine,” which is exercised by a loose network of people and institutions 
that actually benefit from the land market – aka the “capital.” As we can 
argue, within such a loose group there are other networks connected (i.e. the 
bank network, the developers, the politicians and so on), as to express that 
benefits are often not only economic but also political or reputational ones. 
Following the model proposed by Logan and Molotch (1987), local 
entrepreneurs and elites lead the growth coalition. These are individuals who 
are highly organized and mobilized to respond to decisions made by city 
leaders. However –  as we will see in the next paragraphs – there are others 
involved in this process: politicians, local media, and utilities. Auxiliary 
players are: universities, organized labor, museums (libraries, theaters), small 
business owners, professionals, and corporate capitalists. 
5.4.1 Beautifying the Fourth Avenue Corridor 
There is no denying that Fourth Avenue is perhaps not the prettiest of Park 
Slope’s boulevards. 
A thoroughfare known, for roaring automotive traffic and lots of 
garages, auto repair shops, gas stations, and the like, to accommodate 
taller, denser buildings, included among which is a spate of luxury 
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residential buildings, Fifth Avenue, once considered the lower fringe of 
Park Slope, is now a grounded commercial corridor serving upper-
income communities on both sides, a double-loaded commercial corridor 
(Morrone 2008). 
Fourth Avenue, in fact, is a bustling corridor, home to retail businesses, 
residential housing and light industrial land use (See the housing stock in 
Park Slope reported in Plate IV). Pedestrian activity in the Sunset Park section 
of Fourth Avenue centers around 18 schools, two senior centers, and six 
subway stations. Three major subway lines – the D, N, and R trains – run 
beneath Fourth Avenue. Several subway stations lack underground 
mezzanines and require commuters to cross Fourth Avenue at street level in 
order to access the uptown and downtown platforms. The B9 bus serves 
Fourth Avenue south of 60th Street, and the B11 and B70 buses also serve 
small sections of the Avenue. Fourth Avenue is also a local truck route north 
of 39th Street. Moreover, while speeding is especially severe at off-peak times, 
it remains a concern along the entire corridor at most times. Traffic congestion 
is also a concern in some locations, most notably the northbound approach to 
Prospect Avenue during morning peak time, an access point to the Gowanus 
Expressway. 
In the fall of 2009, the Office of the Brooklyn Borough President – Marthy 
Markowitz – invited a team of urban planning students from New York 
University’s Capstone to begin the process of initiating a community-driven 
transformation of Brooklyn’s Fourth Avenue into “Brooklyn Boulevard,” a 
signature street worthy of the great communities that surround it. The vision 
plan proposes an active street for residents, economic opportunities for local 
businesses and exhibit spaces for the artist community. These goals will be 
achieved through traffic-calming measures, streetscaping, placemaking and 
wayfinding improvements, and community partnerships. At the same time, 
Department of City Planning (DCP) of New York City adopted in 2011 the 
Special 4th Avenue Enhanced Commercial District.  
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Figure 25, Special Commercial District on Fourth Avenue. 
Source: Department of City Planning, City of New York. 
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This zoning changes establish regulations to require a broad range of 
engaging, pedestrian-friendly commercial and community facility uses on the 
ground floor of buildings fronting on Fourth Avenue, and limit the location of 
less pedestrian-friendly residential and parking uses on the ground floor.  It 
applies certain streetscape and parking entrance location guidelines on the 
ground floor to further enhance the pedestrian streetscape environment. This 
Special District follows the existing zoning line for the R8A and R8A/C2-4 
zoning district that is mapped along this portion of 4th Avenue (Figure 25).   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 26, Accepted proposal for ground floor uses on Fourth Avenue. 
Source: Department of City Planning, City of New York. 
 
The accepted zoning proposals include projects to enliven ground floor uses 
as well as  streetscape design/transparency, to ensure a mix of commercial 
and retail uses (Figure 26).  In addition, another rezoning was adopted in 2005 
in South Park Slope area (Figure 27). The new zoning protects the 
predominantly low-rise character of the neighborhood, reinforcing several 
avenue corridors for mixed retail/residential buildings, and providing 
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opportunities for apartment house construction with incentives for affordable 
housing on Fourth Avenue within the rezoning area.  
Figure 27, Map of the accepted South Park Slope Rezoning proposal. 
Source: Department of City Planning, City of New York. 
 
As Eric, the president of the community group Park Slope Neighbors (PSN) 
critically told me about those last rezoning projects: 
Eric:  I don't trust the Department of City Planning at all. 
Lidia:  But it's something that could change the face of that part… I mean 4th Avenue…  there 
is a big change going on over there. 
E.:  Yeah, and you know part of the, I think, one of the not so terrific accomplishments of the 
Park Slope civic council in the past decade is that they were, I think they were advocates for 
down zoning Park Slope in exchange for supporting the up zoning of 4th Avenue.  So you 
know the big buildings you see on 4th Avenue were supposed to be – they were encouraged to 
incorporate a fair amount of affordable housing.  Almost none of that affordable housing got 
built because the landlords decided to forgo the incentives for creating affordable units and 
just built as many luxury units they could and the trade-off was well, if the neighborhood 
would support it, if they capped the heights on the side streets in Park Slope.  So it really, 
really puts a premium on housing here and doesn't help the diversity of the neighborhood at 
all. (Eric) 
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More incisive criticism were told to me by Michelle de la Uz, Fifth Avenue 
Committee’s Director, 
Fifth Avenue committee didn’t want the project, so the Inclusionary zoning in this part of 
Brooklyn has been a failure thus far. It's a voluntary zoning policy, it's not a mandatory 
zoning policy and basically you know the five story tenement buildings which were rent 
regulated and are rent regulated I should say, on forth Avenue which is really the border 
between Park Slope and Gowanus… and when the up zoning happened… the rezoning 
happened both in north slope and south slope and so we've actually seen as a result of both re-
zonings, the demolition of existing sound rent regulated affordable housing and replaced with 
either luxury condo's or luxury rentals. I understand a one bedroom in our area just around 
the corner from our building literally adjacent to our building rents for over $3,600!! 
(Michelle de la Uz) 
Effectively, evidences of a moderate gentrification on Fourth Avenue can be 
seen in the presence of high rise buildings as well as the building of more high 
rise buildings, or in large scale stores (i.e. Staples, Pep Boys), in the taxi and 
UHAL depot, in the hotel Bleu, and more explicitly in the upscale Cafés (i.e. 
the Root Hill and 484 Café) being placed there in the past year. 
Safety on Fourth Avenue in Brooklyn has long been a concern of DOT and the 
people who live and work along the corridor. In 2009, the New York Police 
Department’s 72nd Precinct requested a safety project along the Fourth 
Avenue corridor. Community Board 7 also approached the DOT with requests 
for safety improvements along the avenue in Sunset Park. In 2010, Brooklyn 
Borough President Marty Markowitz commissioned NYU Wagner School 
graduate students to write a report recommending possible improvements for 
Fourth Avenue. In the fall of 2011, the Borough President’s office launched a 
Task Force to improve the corridor, with subcommittees on 
Medians/Beautification, Transportation/Safety, and Times Plaza at the 
intersection of Flatbush and Atlantic Avenues. 
Recently, the Department of City Planning (DCP) unveiled its proposal for a 
Special Fourth Avenue Enhanced Commercial District, in an effort to remedy 
community grievances with previous rezoning and development efforts on 
 
 
 
 
 
Manzo	  2014	   The	  University	  of	  Trento	  
198	  
the busy thoroughfare. The plan was created in collaboration with local 
elected officials and community groups, including the Park Slope Civic 
Council, a longtime advocate of a more responsive and neighborhood-friendly 
vision for the avenue. The plan includes a call for: a) new developments to 
include a minimum amount of active retail on Fourth Avenue, which would 
enliven the pedestrian experience at street level; b) significant limits on 
parking lots, garage doors, curb cuts, or otherwise inefficient use of valuable 
streetscape, so as to promote “sidewalk continuity”; and c) a requirement that 
building facades be largely windowed, to improve streetscape design and 
safety. This urban design project 84 is a response to concerns voiced by the 
Civic Council and others to DCP’s 2003 rezoning of the avenue, which 
allowed for taller buildings that would attract more residents and thus more 
activity into the immediate neighborhood. 
However well intentioned the rezoning might have been, the new guidelines 
resulted in large, nondescript buildings that often seemed out of context with 
the neighborhood. Many of these new developments lacked appeal at street 
level: Pedestrians walking along Fourth Avenue were met with uninteresting 
blank walls, ventilation grilles, parking lots, and streets devoid of trees, 
instead of interesting stores, useful offices, tantalizing restaurants, and the 
like. Many Park Slope residents also believed the 2003 rezoning did not 
adequately consider the effects on streetscape, traffic patterns, parking, school 
zoning, and the availability of affordable housing. Besides, in 2010, the Civic 
Council hosted a public forum on the future of Fourth Avenue, which 
encourages new and longtime residents and other stakeholders to work 
together to reassess plans for growth. The greatest concern in the room, 
however, was that this new zoning amendment would bring a new round of 
                                                
84	  Portions	  of	  this	  section	  relating	  to	  the	  Fourth	  Avenue	  project	  are	  adapted	  from	  documents	  kindly	  
shared	   by	   the	   Fourth	   on	   Fourth	  Avenue	   (FOFA)	   Committee	   of	   the	   Park	   Slope	   Civic	   Council	   and	   the	  
Pratt	  Institute	  City	  Planning.	  A	  special	  thank	  is	  due	  to	  the	  Committee	  co-­‐chairs	  Elise	  Selinger	  and	  S.J.	  
Avery	  for	  important	  remarks	  which	  improved	  the	  first	  draft.	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“unintended consequences.” Because Fourth Avenue is one the last remaining 
locations in Park Slope where large, expansive commercial and retail space is 
even possible, many are worried that only “big-box” chain stores would be 
attracted to the avenue, potentially causing the demise of some of Park Slope’s 
distinctive smaller shops.  
From this civic engagement arose the idea for a large interactive map which 
allowed FOFA members to discuss various ways to engage in the community 
to obtain local knowledge about problematic areas on Fourth Avenue. This 
participatory process ended up in an acetate paper map (where they could 
write with dry erase markers). Besides, they also employed a web map-based 
tool, where people can zoom in at a particular location on the street in the 
study area and add a "post-it note" like comment (Figure 28).  
Figure 28, Map-based tool employed in the Fourth Avenue visioning study being 
conducted in Brooklyn by the NYC Dept. of Transportation.    
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Standing on the southeast corner of Fourth Avenue and Ninth Street, one can 
see some of the changes that have taken place on this part of Park Slope. Since 
I used to live only two blocks away, the subway station corner was one of my 
points of reference in the field research (See in Figure 29 the view from Fourth 
Avenue and Ninth Street). Indeed, it is an ideal point for a walker to address 
Park Slopers main concerns about three issues: the need for greater pedestrian 
safety, a change in the increasing development of the area so as to encourage 
more retail and other activities at street level, and the greening and 
beautification of this lengthy boulevard.  
 
Figure 29, The view from Fourth Avenue and Ninth Street, with the Williamsburg 
Savings Bank Tower - at the Atlantic Terminal - on the background.  
Author’s archive. 
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As the district Councilmember Brad Lander remarks in his newsletter of 
February 7th, 2013: 
We need to address the hazardous intersections and at times unfriendly sidewalks along 4th 
Avenue. We can calm traffic and promote pedestrian safety. And we should seize the 
opportunities to green our streets in the process. I have been happy to see some recent 
improvements, including count-down clocks, a right-turn signal at 9th Street, and 
environmentally friendly infrastructure, like bioswales at Dean Street, but much more needs 
to be done. (Brad Lander) 
After four decades, the entrance to the Fourth Avenue F/G subway station on 
the thoroughfare’s east side re-opened to the public on February 2012. The 
renovation is part of the stations’ component work being done by New York 
City Transit in conjunction with the massive Culver Viaduct Rehabilitation 
Project. In addition, the historic arch spanning Fourth Avenue, which had 
been closed in with advertising billboards, will be restored, making the station 
lighter and more open. The project also calls for some aesthetics and 
commercial improvements, which includes the repair and restoration of all 
exterior tower stone and brickwork masonry and the restoration of all 
storefront windows and retail spaces. 
After holding public forums on the future of Fourth Avenue, the Civic 
Council came to a few conclusions. Mainly, they found the avenue was badly 
in need beautification, traffic-calming measures, and, perhaps most 
importantly, commerce. However, it is easy to expect, one of the immediate 
consequences of this participatory urban design project will be the attraction 
of more affluent people in the neighborhood. Urban core jurisdictions 
increasingly opt for large scale developments like big box retail stores, hotels, 
and stadiums that draw visitors from across the region. These developments 
often directly displace community-serving and culturally-oriented businesses, 
opening wounds for communities that were negatively impacted by earlier 
urban renewal. Finally, community institutions are mobilizing to direct 
positive neighborhood and regional change to ensure that their visions of 
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equitable development, rather than gentrification and displacement come to 
life. 
5.4.2 Atlantic Terminal Urban Renewal Area 
I had my very first interaction with Park Slope in 2009, two years before the 
beginning of my field research. During that exploration, a day in May, I lost 
myself walking around the mall of the Atlantic Terminal. Trying to reach the 
north-eastern border of the neighborhood - between Dean Street and Pacific 
Street - I have bumped into  the Anti-Atlantic Yards murals showed in Figure 
30. Among the signs which appeared on the murals, the words “Eminent 
Domain” really attracted my attention. 
Figure 30, Murals on anti-displacement opposing Ratner’s Atlantic Yards 
development plans in Brooklyn, on the northeast border of Park Slope.  
Photographs shot by the author on May 2009 during the first field exploration. 
  
At that time I did not know exactly the meaning, I have to admit, but of course 
I perfectly remember the feeling of seeing such protest signs linked to what in 
my mind the concept “domain” recalled. Three years later, doing 
ethnographic research in the field I finally learned that “eminent domain” is 
what in Italy we call “expropriation”, the power to take private property for 
public use by a state, municipality, or private person or corporation 
authorized to exercise functions of public character, following the payment of 
just compensation to the owner of that property. However, to understand the 
feelings of the people who opposed the Atlantic Yards project over the years, I 
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argue that it was essential to me to be socialized to this issue by interpreting 
the visual signs experiences in 2009. 
The Atlantic Terminal Urban Renewal Area is a section in the downtown area 
of the borough of Brooklyn, adjacent to the Prospect Heights, Park Slope and 
Fort Greene neighborhoods, near the Atlantic Terminal train station. During 
the 2000s, a controversial and ambitious plan to redevelop the area, called the 
Atlantic Yards brought renewed public attention. Since the middle of the 20th 
century there have been many proposals to develop the area around Flatbush 
and Atlantic, the sometime Times Plaza. The idea for a Dodgers baseball 
stadium was considered in the 1950s, but it was dismissed by Robert Moses as 
creating a China Wall of traffic. In 1968, Long Island University eyed the site, 
but was opposed by Mayor John V. Lindsay. A 1968 New York Times article85 
described the city’s urban renewal plan as $250 million (over $1.4 billion in 
March 2006 dollars). The renewal plan, according to the Times, "calls for 2,400 
new low- and middle-income housing units to replace 800 dilapidated units, 
removal of the blighting Fort Greene Meat Market, a 14-acre (57,000 m2) site 
for the City University's new Baruch College, two new parks and community 
facilities such as day-care centers." The 1970s also saw visions of ambitious 
projects in the area, and these mostly resulted in the construction of affordable 
housing on the north side of Atlantic Avenue. Baruch College also considered 
moving but was stymied by the City's fiscal crisis. A Fort Greene block 
association and other homeowners sued over an environmental impact 
statement that failed to consider how rerouted traffic would affect their 
neighborhood, one block away from the project. Then an economic downturn 
compounded community opposition. And then, with the collapse of the stock 
market many people reassessed their expansion plans. 
                                                
85	  “Renewal	  Raises	  Brooklyn	  Hopes,”	  article	  by	  published	  on	  The	  New	  York	  Times	  –	  24	  June	  1968	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The Atlantic Yards, which is the largest redevelopment project in recent New 
York City history, has been fraught with delays, financial and creative 
setbacks, and political scandal, together with heated debate over the project’s 
impact on the community from its early stages. Originally the Barclays Center 
was presented to the public as a project that would be designed by Frank 
Gehry, a leading modern architect, lending instantaneous prestige to the 
structure, and to Brooklyn. Due to cost considerations, the Gehry plan was 
abandoned. The current plan provides for a mixed-use commercial and 
residential development project of some 16 high-rise buildings. A portion of 
the project is part of the Atlantic Terminal Urban Renewal Area, and the rest 
is located in a low-rise and mid-rise brownstone neighborhood. A major 
component of the project is the sports arena named Barclays Center, which 
opened on 21 September 2012. In March 2008, principal developer Bruce 
Ratner (of the Forest City Ratner Companies) acknowledged that the slowing 
economy may delay construction of both the office and residential 
components of the project for several years86. Indeed, when the project was 
announced at the end of 2003, the basketball arena was scheduled to open in 
the fall of 2006. Groundbreaking did not occur until 2010; the arena was 
opened to the public on September 21, 2012 and held its first event (a Jay-Z 
concert) on September 28, 2012 (See the opening in Figure 31). 
As the New York Times wrote, that day was more than an inaugural concert. It 
was also a demarcation point in a searing battle that took on the contours of a 
morality play. The long-delayed $1 billion arena — which is the home of the 
transplanted Brooklyn Nets returned a major-league sports team to Brooklyn 
for the first time in more than half a century — has become a metaphor for the 
trials of change in an already changing borough87. The actual stadium 
                                                
86	  “Slow	  Economy	  Likely	  to	  Stall	  Atlantic	  Yards,”	  article	  by	  Charles	  V.	  Bagli,	  published	  on	  The	  New	  York	  
Times	  –	  21	  March	  2008.	  
87	   “For	   Brooklyn’s	   New	   Arena,	   Day	   1	   Brings	   Hip-­‐Hop	   Fans	   and	   Protests,”	   article	   by	   N.R.	   Kleinfield,	  
published	  on	  The	  New	  York	  Daily	  News	  –	  28	  September	  2012.	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building, designed by SHop Architects and AECOM features an unusual 
brown metallic facade that has been the occasion for many humorous-to-
caustic jibes, “Brooklyn style”. At its opening day a group of opponents were 
protesting in front of the main entrance, and some of them (not more than 50) 
wear sandwich boards that says: “Billionaires for Barclays. Who is in your 
Pocket?” 
Figure 31, The Barclays Center at the opening. 
Photo Credit: Richard Perry, The New York Times 
  
The development sits near the intersection of Atlantic Avenue and Flatbush 
Avenue. It is one of the biggest, and the most congested, intersections in 
Brooklyn. The increase of car traffic to the area caused by extra housing and 
the construction of the arena has been frequently cited by critics as a major 
reason for their opposition to the project. According to the Environmental 
Impact Statement88, the addition of more than 15,000 new residents would not 
significantly impact vehicular traffic, a claim contested by the Council of 
                                                
88	  An	  environmental	   impact	   statement	   (EIS),	  under	  United	  States	  environmental	   law,	   is	  a	  document	  
required	  by	   the	  National	   Environmental	   Policy	  Act	   (NEPA)	   for	   certain	   actions	   “significantly	   affecting	  
the	  quality	  of	  the	  human	  environment”.	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Brooklyn Neighborhoods. While traffic was a concern to some, it has been 
noted that there has not been an increase in traffic associated with the arena 
opening while there has been a large increase in subway and Long Island 
Railroad use89. The transportation and land use challenges facing the BK 
Gateway area must be addressed as central Brooklyn attracts more 
development, new industry, and people. These challenges have been 
compounded by the opening of the Barclays Center in September 2012, as we 
can see in Figure 33 (Brooklyn Gateway Transportation Vision). 
“With the opening of Barclays Center, Brooklyn is finished”, this was reported 
on The New York Magazine cover of October 2012 right after its opening (see a 
cover detail in Figure 32). As it is described, 
Barclays Center, home of the rebaptized Brooklyn Nets, is armored in 
scales of rusted steel, yet somehow it’s more alluring than fearsome. The 
arena won’t placate those who all along hated the idea of Atlantic Yards. 
It won’t erase the years of controversy and bad blood, or guarantee the 
success of the remaining acres. But Brooklynites of more recent vintage 
and fewer bitter memories may see a building endowed with texture, 
color, and personality — rare qualities in recent New York construction. 
(...) If Madison Square Garden hunkers glumly in its concrete drum, 
Barclays Center is an architectural chest bump: juiced, genial, and 
aggressive all at once90. 
Certainly, the whole territory all around the Atlantic Terminal is getting a 
very competitive area, especially for members of the Growth Machine.  
                                                
89	   “Neighbors	   Predicted	   Chaos.	  Now	   They’re	   Just	   Irked,”	   article	   by	   Joseph	   Berger	   published	   on	  The	  
New	  York	  Times	  -­‐	  19	  February	  2013.	  
90	  “Barclays	  Center	  Is	  Brooklyn’s	  Ready-­‐Made	  Monument,”	  article	  by	  Justin	  Davidson	  published	  on	  The	  
New	  York	  Magazine	  –	  1	  October	  2012.	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In fact, the project is endorsed by the MTA and Mayor Michael Bloomberg, 
has been strongly supported by Brooklyn Borough President Marty 
Markowitz, who sees this project as the opportunity to finally produce the 
business district in Downtown Brooklyn that was intended with the 
construction of the Williamsburg Savings Bank, but was halted by the Great 
Depression. Governor Pataki, U.S. Senator Charles Schumer, Congressman 
Edolphus Towns, Congressman Gregory W. Meeks, Congressman Anthony 
Weiner, Public Advocate Betsy Gotbaum and Comptroller William C. 
Thompson, Jr. have also supported the project as necessary for the economic 
development of Brooklyn and New York City. 
Figure 32, A detail of the rusted steel armor of the Barclays Center. 
Source: The New York Magazine/cover, October 1st 2012. 
 
Considering the political sphere here involved, together with the economic 
actors already involved, it is not so difficult to interpret all of them as the 
place entrepreneurs of the Atlantic Yards (business) plan. Indeed, the 
"backstory" to the Barclays Center is as rich as any urban tale, complete with a 
decade of protest and opposition, the unexpected arrival of a moneyed 
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Russian (ownership of the Brooklyn Nets) to salvage the financially ailing 
project, and a rude, rusty, unbeautiful structure that somehow got built 
instead of a world class piece of urban architecture91. 
  
Figure 33, Brooklyn Gateway Transportation Vision.92   
                                                
91	  “Facts	  &	  Trivia	  About	  Brooklyn's	  Barclays	  Center:	  Jay-­‐Z,	  Nets,	  &	  A	  Russian	  Tycoon,”	  article	  by	  Ellen	  
Freudenheim	  posted	  on	  the	  About.com	  Guide	  –	  accessed	  on	  17	  December	  2012.	  
92	  A	  report	  from	  the	  Tri-­‐State	  Transportation	  Campaign,	  Prospect	  Heights	  Neighborhood	  Development	  
Council,	   Park	   Slope	   Civic	   Council,	   Boerum	   Hill	   Association	   and	   the	   Office	   of	   New	   York	   City	   Council	  
Member	  Letitia	  James	  -­‐	  December	  2012.	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It is a Brooklyn tale. The most vocal opposition group is a nonprofit named 
Develop Don't Destroy Brooklyn. Three of the four local elected 
representatives in the neighborhood also oppose the project. Other 
organizations that are opposed to or seek to scale back the project include: 100 
Blacks in Law Enforcement, Boerum Hill Association (BHA), Central Brooklyn 
Independent Democrats (CBID), Committee for Environmentally Sound 
Development, Creative Industries Coalition (80 local businesses, galleries and 
collectives), and Democracy for New York City (DFNYC). Talking about the 
Park Slope representatives, Eric McClure, president of the Park Slope 
Neighbors group "Certainly on the antidevelopment side, the nerve that's 
being touched there has a lot to do with what has been perceived as a real lack 
of opportunity for public input into the whole project" he said93.  
Only in May 2012, City Council Members Stephen Levin and Letitia James, 
along with state Senator Velmanette Montgomery, announced the Barclays 
Center Neighborhood Protection Plan (NPP), a set of initiatives aimed at 
mitigating safety and quality of life impacts expected to result from locating 
the Brooklyn arena within residential neighborhoods. The plan, which 
addresses not only transportation issues left out by the Transportation 
Demand Management (TDM) plan but also police, signage, sanitation, and 
more, is also backed by Council Member Brad Lander and Assemblyman 
Hakeem Jeffries (See in Figure 34 and 35, the map of the intersection and a 
proposed concept of Times Plaza). It was put together by the three community 
organizations behind the Atlantic Yards Watch initiative: the Prospect Heights 
Neighborhood Development Council, the Park Slope Civic Council, and the 
Boerum Hill Association. As these long-standing and historic residential 
neighborhoods in the immediate vicinity of Barclays Center stated:  
                                                
93	  “From	  Huge	  Project,	  a	  Mighty	  Anger	  Grows,”	  article	  by	  Nicholas	  Confessore	  published	  on	  The	  New	  
York	  Times	  –	  20	  October	  2005.	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[We] need protection from the onslaught of vehicular traffic, patron 
activity and negative externalities caused by this type of magnet 
destination. (NPP page 1) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 34, The contested site at the Atlantic Terminal streets intersection. 
Figure 35, Conceptual Rendering for Times Plaza. 
Source: The New York City DOT 
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The Atlantic Yards development is sited in an increasingly desirable part of 
Brooklyn, and one of the immediate effects of this “growth” is a remarkable 
explosion of real estate values, pushing out many of the less affluent residents. 
However, the justification for the eminent domain I was citing at the 
beginning was blight with building deterioration, sidewalk cracks, and graffiti 
cited as examples, but no market study seems to have ever been conducted. 
Critics charge that the site was a victim of “developer's blight” - buildings 
bought by Forest City Ratner and then left vacant. The bulk of the 22-acre 
(89,000 m2) project site was a mixture of public streets, private homes, and 
small businesses. Forest City Ratner bought much of this private property, 
under the threat of eminent domain, and has – of course –benefited from the 
state's use of eminent domain to acquire and close the streets. 
Indeed, it was interesting to see how people interpreted the stadium design; 
someone has compared it to the alien spaceship in the 1996 movie 
“Independence Day;” another sees a collapsing chocolate soufflé, and below 
here are some comments reported on a local blog94 at the question  “What 
does it look like to you?”  
I don't think the design is a disaster, but I'll need to spend more time 
with it before I can really say it works or doesn't work. So far I'm drawn 
to the organic shape of it. At least the design is inspiring conversation. 
That's a good thing. (Clayton G, Park Slope) 
It looks like yet another huge money pit. (RoughAcres, New York) 
It does look like the resurrected bow of a slave ship. Maybe its an omen 
that Barclays should now pay its Reparations to African people for its 
profiteering during slavery. Truth crushed to the bottom of the sea will 
rise again! (oronde takuma, Bed-stuy Brooklyn) 
On a last note, interestingly the issue raised in these posts were completely 
different, taking into account the neighborhood’s population characteristics. 
                                                
94	   “The	   Barclays	   Center	   Looks	   Like	   a…,”	   post	   by	   Michael	   Kolomatsky,	   published	   on	  
http://cityroom.blogs.nytimes.com	  –	  21	  September,	  2012	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As we can see from the words I have underlined in a bold type, if in the 
gentrified Park Slope people talk about an “organic” shape (which reminds 
yuppies/upper-class preferences for organic food), and in the corporate 
atmosphere of Manhattan (or New York more in general) someone else talk 
about a “money pit”, it is only in an historic African American neighborhood 
that a resident would talk about the similarity of a stadium with a “slave 
ship.” 
Finally, we are seeing the various ways in which the growth machine is 
currently affecting Park Slope and its surroundings. As we have discussed, 
the general argument by the primary players is the growth of any sort that 
benefits the entire city. Logan and Molotch (1987) are skeptical to accept this 
argument. However, it is clearly important to notice the groups of people who 
are absent from the development of cities: working class and poor people. 
Eventually, this focus on the common interests of place entrepreneurs clearly 
states what the economic industry in Brooklyn today. 
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Conclusions 
The purpose of this Chapter was to examine the influences of upper-income 
resettlement processes and housing renovation/conversion on the evolution 
of social groups and their community organizations in Brooklyn’s Park Slope. 
More specifically, I was interested in investigating how these patterns 
influenced the chronological order and geographical setting of the waves of 
gentrification that emerged, and the socio-demographic characteristics of 
social groups as they appeared over time as they mediated change between 
neighborhood residents, themselves, and their community institutions.   
In conclusion, the growing process of “Manhattanization” is encroaching on 
historical neighborhoods throughout Brooklyn’s brownstones. The costs of 
living in Park Slope compare to the Upper East Side, and with its small 
shopping boutiques and eateries, has been a place where affluent people are 
excited to be. The addition of several blocks in the historic district area, the 
push for wider bike and pedestrian lanes, the attempt to generate safer traffic 
conditions and to create more green spaces demonstrate how the 
gentrification process in Park Slope is constantly taking strides to keep the 
area “authentic”. 
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Chapter 5 Data Appendix 
  
Figure 36, Map of Park Slope neighborhood's Census tracts. 
Source:  Author’s elaboration on U.S. Bureau of the Census data. 
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PLATE V, Fourth Avenue Safety Visioning Workshop.  
A visual documentation (January 2012) 
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Conclusions: Brooklyn is all about change 
A race of angels, Bound with one another, A dish 
of dollars, Laid out for all to see, A tower room 
at Eden Roc, His golf at noon for free, Brooklyn 
owes the charmer, Under me. 
From “Brooklyn (Owes the Charmer Under Me)”, 
1972, words and music by D. Fagen and W. Becker. 
 
The story of Park Slope is also the story of its borough, and the story of 
Brooklyn has always been one of change, a tremendous melting pot of 
contrasting cultures. “Unrivaled diversity” is the only fitting description for 
its population. Brooklyn has a certain distinct personality. As a polycultural, 
polycentric, and polyhistorical cityscape, Brooklyn is wild in its essence, I 
would say.  
But Brooklyn is also an attitude. It looks that way because while Brooklyn was 
settled in the seventeenth century and is changing fast in the twenty-first 
century, most of its beauty derives from the architectures built during the 
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. It harbors the supreme engineering 
feat of the nineteenth century, Roebling’s Great Bridge, better known as the 
Brooklyn Bridge. The charm of its architectural fabric reflects the styles and 
materials – low rise with a lot of red brick and brown stone – popular in those 
decades. Indeed, the commercial fabric of the borough is made up of the 
shops and warehouses and manufactories of a successful port city of the past; 
Brooklyn took shape before the automobile, and this is visible in the overlays 
of highways and expressways. Finally, the borough had room to spread out, 
so it didn’t need to grow up - like in Manhattan for instance.  
Brooklyn took its character from a combination of individual enterprise, 
chance, and civic planning. Those three elements explain why Brooklyn’s 
neighborhoods like Park Slope are such strong receptors of increasingly 
volatile cultural flows, where people constantly adapt to their new-found 
urban environments, constructing what Appadurai terms “ethnoscapes”: 
landscapes of those who “constitute the shifting world in which we live” 
(2003:33).  
   
 
   
PART THREE  
SUPER GENTRIFICATION: A LOOSE MIX 
Housing, Lifestyles, and the Moral order 
 
 
 
	  
Summary 
As I have already discussed in the theoretical part of this work, an urban 
setting can also be interpreted as a system of designed forms related to a 
culture-making process. If, then, we assume that aesthetic and design take 
part of a social production of ideas, values, norms, and beliefs – spatially and 
symbolically placed – we can relate them with the cultural patterns and 
motives of different social groups’ minds and study it as such.  
In Chapter 6 I have chosen to treat design inside the gentrification process in a 
series of reflections, related to the architectural concepts of boundaries, 
thresholds, and transition. Although each sub-section develops one theme and 
should each stand on its own, they are intended, taken together, to suggest the 
significance of design on the interpretation of the aesthetic appreciation of 
urban authenticity that occur during the gentrification process.  The empirical 
observations that follow illustrate, then, distinct ways by which boundary, 
threshold and transition can mediate the spatial, social, and cultural experience 
of different gentrification waves. 
From the perspective of Chapter 7, then, Super-gentrification has been framed 
as the search of housing space and the distinctiveness of consumption 
practices in which the commodification of aesthetics operate as a marker of 
social status. To analyze this question, I have observed the everyday practices 
of displaying leisurely lifestyles, investigating either the private sphere of the 
home (housing and interior design choices) or the public one (informal 
interaction that take place on the street by looking at consumption trends and 
habits). I will document and analyze various ways of making a home in the 
neighborhood as well as street character and patterns of socio-spatial change 
on local consumption spaces. 
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It will be provided a wide, empirical demonstration of how indicate 
aestheticized representations of gentrification prevail as a form of social 
power in a wider symbolic system in which the separation between the use 
value from the exchange value constantly increases.  
Moreover, Chapter 8 deals with the discussion of two cases study in different 
long-term community institutions: the Park Slope Food Coop in the northern 
part of the neighborhood and the 6/15 Green Community Garden in the 
southern one. I will describe the history of the foundation of these settings, 
talking about its members and their values to show how the liberal 
progressive footprint shaped the micro-society of these institutions. I will, 
finally, analyze the constant contradiction between sense of community and 
solidarity, appreciation of diversity and boundary making.  
 
   221	  
6. The way Super-gentrification evolves  
 
Summary 
Since aesthetics and urban design are words that will figure largely in this 
contribution, it is as well to identify at the outset what it means. In everyday 
speech it might refer to the “look of things” and usually involves the notions 
of beauty and judgment on that basis. To be specific, this Chapter will not 
discuss the aesthetics of design in these terms. I have chosen to treat design 
inside the gentrification process in a series of reflections, related to the 
architectural concepts of boundaries, thresholds, and transition. Although each 
sub-section develops one theme and should each stand on its own, they are 
intended, taken together, to suggest the significance of design on the 
interpretation of the aesthetic appreciation of urban authenticity that occur 
during the gentrification process.   
It will suggests that designed things and urban landscapes are artifacts of 
material culture, and provide information about it (Low and Chambers 1989). 
As I have already discussed in the theoretical part of this work95, an urban 
setting can also be interpreted as a system of designed forms related to a 
culture-making process. If, then, we assume that aesthetic and design take 
part of a social production of ideas, values, norms, and beliefs – spatially and 
symbolically placed – we can relate them with the cultural patterns and 
motives of different social groups’ minds and study it as such. At the same 
time, thinking critically about the politics of aesthetic that specific high-class 
social groups exert in the urban space, we can shift to the following 
paragraphs and try to move architectural concepts into the ethnographic 
analysis of socio-cultural boundaries of a neighborhood experiencing 
gentrification. 
The examination of the process of boundary making constitutes – at this point 
of the work - an attempt to understand the politics of gentrifying spaces and 
the ways that people, through their everyday experiences, discover and 
engage with its transformative potentials. By looking at the impact, in fact, we 
were interested in understand what kind of relationship comes about between 
a changing neighborhood and its inhabitants.  
                                                
95	  See	  the	  discussion	  on	  urban	  design	  and	  place	  making	  at	  the	  end	  of	  the	  first	  Chapter	  reported	  in	  Part	  
One.	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6.1 Moving Architectural concepts into Ethnographic practice  
Social and cultural boundaries constitute a primary division of different 
groups experiencing gentrification in a neighborhood context. This also means 
that any potential interactions and encounters between those “divided” 
people occurs because of the existence of thresholds within the bounded 
system which implies transition and therefore the allowance of the 
changing/evolution of the neighborhood itself. As we are going to discuss in 
the last part of this work, the norms and morals, the politics of groups, the 
economic and political dimensions of change, and the dynamic of social 
interactions in a gentrifying neighborhood, all these factors “influence our 
concepts of housing and design” – as Chambers and Low states. “Political and 
economic structure can be studied both to identify community values and 
needs  that are relevant to new designs or interventions and to explain why a 
community has certain kind of housing or a particular spatial and social 
structural configuration” (1989: 11). I will emphasize the politics of some 
community institutions and the meanings of boundary and neighborhood 
change, pointing out the combination of power that often underline the 
housing class privilege through the gentrification process. 
Following these reflections, the way gentrification evolves during the time can 
be associated with the architectural concepts of boundaries, thresholds, and 
transition. The difference between their “architectural meanings” and their 
shift into ethnographic practice need to be clarified at this point, and mainly 
derive from their social significance to divide, connect/interact, and allow 
evolution. The examination of the process of boundary making constitutes – at 
this point of the work - an attempt to understand the politics of gentrifying 
spaces and the ways that people, through their everyday experiences, 
discover and engage with its transformative potentials. By looking at the 
impact, in fact, we were interested in understand what kind of relationship 
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comes about between a changing neighborhood and its inhabitants. Indeed, 
those concepts specify the three stages that characterize the evolution of 
gentrification: the one of distinction/division, the consequent in-between one, 
and then the one of displacement and final re-aggregation. Especially the 
status “in-between,” the threshold, is a concept that express how a changing 
neighborhood might be a constrained site which gathers people together, 
channeling their movement, focusing their attention and forcing them into 
close contact with others, different social groups. “It is a passage, a 
transitional place where people spend time” - as Stevens argues – “and yet it 
is both-and, between inside and outside, a loose mix of two different 
environments” (2007:75). The empirical observations that follow illustrate 
distinct ways by which boundary, threshold and transition can mediate the 
spatial, social, and cultural experience of different gentrification waves. 
6.2 Boundary, the social construction of borders 
During the preliminary discovery of the neighborhood’s urban space, the very 
first sense of division was the one based on race/ethnicity (before class), what 
long-term residents usually described as a diverse mixture and mingling of 
different social groups, as we discussed in the theoretical introduction of this 
work. There was more diversity in the population of Park Slope at the 
beginning of the gentrification process and this shaped the lived experiences 
of different kinds of residents at different parts of the neighborhood. This was 
told to me also by a sweet old couple who live in one of the toughest parts of 
the neighborhood: the Fifteenth street block between Fifth and Sixth Avenue. 
Celeste and Antonio were both born in 1930, and share the same Portuguese 
origins. However, Celeste was raised up in New York by her immigrant 
parents and in fact she moved to that house in Park Slope with her family in 
1945, when there were just farmlands all over. I have been looking at that 
house a long time, because it is really an old little wooden house, very 
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different from all the others, with a garden in front instead of a backyard, and 
that special appeal of a Nineteenth century home. (See in Figure 37 some 
pictures of the house together with Celeste – on the sofa – and Antonio – 
waiving to me at the front door). So much that, when Alice and Simon – my 
community gardeners – told me that they could provide me a shortcut to 
know the owners of that house I was incredibly eager to talk with them. They 
too were proud to share their neighborhood’s memories with me in front of a 
cup of espresso coffee: 
Antonio: Farmland from, from and when so that's when he bought this house, three families 
really right? 
Celeste: Two families. 
A.: Two families lived in this space. 
C.: Outside there was a staircase so... going up to the second floor. And there's still a door at 
the top of the stairs. And that's how people went to the second floor. And they shared a 
bathroom that was here in this corner.  Kind of incredible but after all, it was more than a 
hundred years old in 1845. 
A.: The history of this space here is really very interesting I think. Her father rebuilt this 
house. And created the inside stairway I’m not sure. I don’t remember me telling you that 
when she came with her mother to see the house first, they cried. 
C.: Oh we cried! It, it was like going into a slum or something like that. We just hugged each 
other and we cried. My father bought this house for 3,000 dollars. Well it was very 
inexpensive... but just a toilet over here, no bathtub, no shower, it was quite primitive. But 
my mother and I survived and I’m still here. 
A.: And even when I came which is 1953, there was a piano here, which she used to play. And 
she'd told me that when they put the piano first, there was, there was a... a... an incline, the 
house is all crooked. 
C.: It was like 18 inches difference from this side of the house to this side. This is the original 
house that was added later. So much so this was a door. Over there was a window. It was a 
window behind you. Looking out on nothing on another building. And people lived in the, 
this tiny space. That was common because they didn’t have central heating. 
C.: It was a fireplace there and that was it. 
A.: That worked very badly … 
C.: There's the garden and then the front, and especially when the roses are blooming, it's 
really quite beautiful that wall of climbing roses. And the fact I think that the house is set back 
made it possible for us to kept living here even in terms of the, the times when it was a little 
rough. My father bought this house for 3,000 dollars. Well it was very inexpensive... but just 
a toilet over here, no bathtub, no shower, it was quite primitive. But my mother and I 
survived and I’m still here. (Celeste and Antonio, 81, moved in the neighborhood in 1945 and 
1953, Retired, interviewed in January, 2012). 
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Celeste used to work as a Journalist for The Voice of America during her 
bachelor’s degree in Portuguese language and Brazilian and Portuguese 
literature in New York, while Antonio took a special course in architecture in 
Portugal. Actually they met there in 1952 at a common friend’s house when 
Celeste was visiting with her parents, and eventually got married. They 
moved then, into Celeste’s parents’ house, in a period in which Italian and 
Irish families inhabited the block mainly, and then Polish and Ukrainian. 
Celeste: Ukrainian… Italian.  
Antonio: Italian and Irish. Basically, that was the population around here. 
C.: Very working class. 
A.: Very working class. Blue collar, blue collar workers basically. But living reasonably well, 
meaning at that time, people were able to work with their hands, you know, being, being... on 
the docks or on the factories could make a living, a good living. You could buy a house at that 
time. You know the… and that makes this very special you know! People of differences living 
all together. They were, the other day for instance, the two, we were, two women knocked on 
the door. And she said, oh, Mr. Cuccinio he says, who are they? Then the lady told me their 
name. They were two young kids that lived next door daughters of, of the, this, this... 
C.: Di Stasio. 
A.: Di Stasio. 
C.: Italian. 
A.: Italian and they used to come and play here and we put the pool in their garden. 
C.: With our daughter. 
A.: With our daughter and it was... it was wonderful oh to see you that's so nice. We had such 
a good time. And their father passed away and they lived, they went to Jersey. And at that 
time a little latter, then a couple that comes from Puerto Rico want to buy the house next 
door. Wonderful people. 
The housing proximity of residents coming from different countries of origin, 
ethnicity, language, immigrant status, age, gender, education, occupation, can 
entail informal neighbor support as well as social conflicts and – especially 
addressing the issue of neighborhood change and renewal – might result in 
the construction of symbolic boundaries (social, cultural, and moral) within 
the community. However, the peculiarity of pioneer gentrifiers in Park Slope 
was their progressivism kind of essence, which – despite the difficulties at the 
level of interaction between neighbors with different backgrounds – worked 
around the suppression of such boundaries. This was the case of “the broom 
brigade”, told me by Celeste and Antonio: 
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Figure 37, the Nineteenth century wooden house of Celeste – pictured on the sofa – 
and Antonio – waiving to me at the front door. 
Author’s archive. 
  
Antonio: you know at the time when the kids started coming in and out, and it was, they were 
not bad kids, just a lot of kids and… they started and there were always one or two that were, 
they had the destructing mind, you know, they started pulling the garbage out, doing all kind 
of things… 
Celeste: oh that's right! I thought if I can somehow get through to these children that having a 
clean street is much more… 
A.: Most of them speaking Spanish, most of them speaking… 
C.: That wave was a Hispanic wave, mostly Puerto Ricans. So I would speak Spanish with 
them, which obviously surprised them. I didn’t look like a Puerto Rican… Spanish is 
different… it's “Spanio from Espana,” but that impressed them. So I decided to organize 
them. I said: “Have elections and elect a leader for a year and then you change the leadership 
and think of some of the things you'd like to do and perhaps you can get the store owners to 
help you with a fund. Try… baseball bats and baseballs and anything else you think you 
would like. So giving them a feeling that organization may work. 
A.: The what was the… 
C.: The store owners. 
A.: The stores that, the hardware store… 
C.: Aaron and … 
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A.: Aaron. Now they all disappeared right? 
C.: And they all contributed with trash cans… 
A.: Trash cans and brooms and so we had “The broom brigade”. 
C.: The broom brigade! 
A.: Yeah. 
C.:: It was called. (See in Figure 38 a photo of a kids party on the Fifteenth Street block, in 
1988). 
 
Figure 38, kids hanging out on the Fifteenth Street block, in 1988. 
Photo kindly given to the author. 
  
The establishment of symbolic boundaries between people of different 
race/ethnicity and class is evident also in the memories of a very young long-
term resident, which make the narrative about the changes in Park Slope very 
remarkable. Alannah was one of my neighbors in the south part of Park Slope 
(the same area of Celeste and Antonio), who moved there at the age of 1 with 
her single mother and her grand-mother. She is a blond Jewish girl of 18 years 
old who experienced school discrimination when she was at primary and 
middle school. Schools were also a territory where the majority of the kids 
were Puerto Rican, Caribbean, or Afro-American.  PS39, PS10, and PS107, for 
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instance, are nowadays schools with a complete different demographics than 
what they were when Alannah was going there, which is also representative 
of the shift in the neighborhood population.  However, at that time it also 
meant that a girl could definitely be singled out for being white, as she 
explained. 
There was this one kid – oh, what’s his name? Um A. B. [ph] who like just – he started 
making fun of me for being Jewish.  Oh it was like so bad, like the whole class turned against 
me and my mother had to pull me out of school. And like, the thing is, I don’t even think it 
was because I was Jewish.  I think they just… liked singling me out because it wasn’t – even 
though technically I guess it was anti-Semitic, it wasn’t like charged in that way.  It was just 
like, “Oh, here’s a kid we can like single out for being white and Jewish.” So yeah.  So like 
every time, every time there was this – and the teachers were like so nice that they didn’t know 
how to control the kids really. So every time there was substitute, like I’d have to go to the 
other class because it was like, they’d put like gum in my hair and like I couldn’t deal with it.  
And the principal wouldn’t do anything about it.  He wouldn’t – was completely 
unsympathetic to my cause. And like, my parents went to the school and everything, tried to 
talk to the principal, he wouldn’t transfer me to the other class where I had my friends.  He 
said, “She should learn to stand up for herself.” And I was like, “This is like the whole class.” 
So finally I got pulled out of that school and then I went to PS10 where – for like my last year 
for 5th grade.  And I learned how to assimilate better, but it wasn’t… it was kind of joking, 
like you know, I called myself, “white ninja” and all this stuff. (Alannah, 18, moved in the 
neighborhood in 1994, Student, interviewed in May, 2012). 
Another of my research contacts, Ed - the professor who has been living in 
Park Slope for 22 years – we have already met in the previous part of this 
thesis. Remember that he moved just after the collapse of the housing bubble. 
Interestingly, while describing the beauty of the neighborhood, the park, the 
lovely housing stock, the tree-lined streets, and the simultaneous moving of 
new residents (like him, for instance) he clearly states that:  
At that point… it was sort of the first wave of gentrification.  And then it was kind of coming 
through and then it sort of stalled. So at that point there were still people who had grown up 
in the neighborhood, prior to that who had not sold their houses during the bubble, which, on 
the streets I was living, they were mostly Irish and some Italian. They were the old families. 
And then…there had been successive waves of gentrification, and so there was…my neighbors 
around me at that point were those who had moved in probably in the first real wave of 
gentrification which must have been in the 1970s when middle class families moved to the 
neighborhood with kids. So when I moved here those families had already been here for ten or 
15 years in their houses and their kids were mostly grown, they were gone. But there were 
still people who had grown up on the block. So 7th Ave. had very few commercial resources at 
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that time. There were some classic stores that were there that are still here: Tarzan. But I 
remember there were very limited numbers of restaurants; just this horrible Chinese 
restaurant here, I mean really just bad. All the stores were local; there were no chains. And 
the question of the relationship between North Slope, Center Slope and South Slope; the local 
geography was slightly less capacious than it has become. (Ed, 54, gay, moved in the 
neighborhood in 1989, Professor, interviewed in August, 2011). 
Actually, what people used to say in the past about the “North-South dividing 
line,” was that it was not on 9th street but around 3rd or 6th street.  
North Slope was Flatbush, and Center Slope was from 1st to 4th, and then South Slope was 
4th to 9th. Then beyond 9th was like whatever. Well, no; 10th and 11th those are nice streets, 
those were always (nice). And then the park blocks… If you look at the houses that are on the 
park—they are mansions, or the named streets’ houses, some of them you can see that they get 
decreasingly nice. But there are some that are giant, but even just the difference between the 
22 foot wide and the 18 or 16 foot wide. Besides the lots were different, so then when you get 
beyond 9th street, the park blocks are still brownstones, but the blocks as you start going 
down, the houses start becoming brick. And they start being basically always built as lower 
middle class housing, and then the lower down you go on the hill, the lower down you go on 
the class strata, and just in terms of the housing stock, when you get between 5th and 4th 
avenues you’re already a whole other class fraction away. And below 4th, that never would 
have been Park Slope. (Ed) 
In fact, this cognitive border changed over time following the gentrification 
process, but also the housing process of reconstructions and renovations. 
Now on this street there is massive reconstruction. One house five doors up was completely 
gutted and re-done. That was the last African American family; there was an old man there 
who died and then his son sold the house. There is also a huge reconstruction down the street 
which I heard about from the guy in the frame store; there is actually going to be a daycare on 
the ground floor, then apartments above it. Then there’s a house down the street that is also 
getting kitchens and bathrooms. (Ed) 
As Ed explained to me, currently in the neighborhood every time someone 
does some sort of housing restoration it is at a much higher scale and this is 
also visible with the kind of construction companies used now. (See a visual 
evidence in Figure 39). It used to be very different, in fact. There were just 
these Afro Caribbean guys out working on the brownstones, smoking their 
joints, and now there are these companies which use “architects”.  
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Figure 39, Evidences of brownstone restorations and their construction companies 
(Union Street, 2012). 
Author’s archive. 
 
But I have to say I do like the designs, and one of the things that I do in the neighborhood - I 
call it “envious peasant” - which means that at dusk, when people turn on the lights in their 
houses, I just walk around and stare inside the houses. There are some really beautiful designs 
in this neighborhood! People really read their magazines (laughs). (Ed) 
 
Ed in this excerpt is talking about the neighborhood character we saw during 
the architectural introduction of Park Slope. Fascinatingly, we discussed the 
structure of the houses, and how the parlor floor has always meant to be the a 
sort of public floor. So it was a semi-public space, which was meant to be 
viewed from the street. And in the famous brownstones of Park Slope they all 
have chandeliers in the front room; and nowadays some people have 
unbelievable crystal, and some of them have these incredible modern fixtures 
that are just fabulous. It is making people ask, “Who’s your designer?” and 
you can see that some people go for the real (time) period details.  
!
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There is one house where, I don’t know what the fuck they did, but they got some 
artisan/painter who stenciled borders and then on the ceiling made interior borders. It’s like a 
faux Tiffany kind of design. Well… I love spaces; I dream about spaces. (Ed) 
Moreover, what was clear since the very beginning of my inquiry was the old 
resident’s feeling about the change of the neighborhood, from a kind of 
progressive unsafe one to a place characterized by sophistication yet divided 
by class (See in Figure 40 a class-boundary signage found on the entrance 
ground of Prospect Park at Garfield Street), as my friend at Terrace Bagel96 - 
Luisa - clearly stated: 
Well, it used to be from here, I mean from 15th Street down to Sunset Park, all the way up all 
over there… but it was the unsafe, or at least the not wealthy part of the slope. (Luisa, 55, 
moved in the neighborhood in 1991 from Mexico to marry Mark, Sculptress, interviewed in 
December 3 2011 and many other times in 2012). 
 
Figure 40, Class-boundary signage found on the entrance ground of Prospect Park at 
Garfield Street.  
Author’s archive. 
	  
                                                
96	   Terrace	   Bagels,	   a	   Windsor	   Terrace	   fixture	   long	   before	   gentrification,	   knows	   where	   its	   bagel	   is	  
buttered.	   With	   bagels	   classic	   and	   nouveau—whole	   wheat	   and	   low-­‐carb—Terrace	   Bagels	   has	   been	  
sustaining	  locals	  for	  a	  generation.	   Its	   little	  café	  has	  some	  small	  tables	  where,	  almost	  every	  Sunday,	   I	  
used	  to	  meet	  Luisa	  and	  Mark,	  a	  middle	  age	  couple	  who	  has	  been	  living	  in	  a	  rent	  stabilized	  apartment	  
since	  the	  1980s.	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In fact, when the same interviewee was asked, “When did you start to think 
that something was happening in this neighborhood, that something was 
changing?” without a hesitation she answered: 
“That it’s a higher economical level!” 
However, Mark, her husband, brought an incredible, everyday example to 
sustain his theory: 
Mark: Coffee for more than one dollar.  
Luisa: Yeah, coffee for more than one dollar, they Yeah… was a huge change to the 
neighborhood. 
Lidia: I found a… I found a place…  
Lu.: For 99 cents?  
Li.: No, no… for more!!  They sold me one espresso macchiato.  So, you know in the small 
espresso cup, it like a drop of milk for… 3 dollars 50! It was almost like the cost of a 
cappuccino.  Anyway, it was expensive also for a cappuccino!  And that was on 7th avenue. 
Lu.: So, that was a huge change in the neighborhood.  It meant a lot for this neighborhood and 
also the pavilion, the movie theater, was the sign of change in this neighborhood.  So, families; 
new families, young people, and different junkies!  (Mark, 56, moved in the neighborhood in 
1986, Psycho-Therapist, interviewed in December 2011 and many other times in 2012). (See 
in Figure 41 some photographs of Mark and Luisa in Park Slope South). 
 
It seems that the geographic boundary between the north and the south part 
of the neighborhood reflects a class boundary of residents and users as well. It 
is not only a matter of people who live in rich historic brownstones (as in the 
North Slope) or in more simple houses or new contemporary buildings (as in 
the South Slope). It is more related to different lifestyles; a sort of “radical-chic 
environment” in the North (just gentrified) and “vibrant community of folks” 
in the South (still a working class neighborhood undergoing a process of 
urban renewal). Gregory, my neighborhood’s gatekeeper, told the same idea 
to me also one time we met at our favorite café. 
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Figure 41, Mark and Luisa pictured in different times and locations in Park Slope: at 
the Terrace Bagels Cafè, sitting on a bench in Bartel-Pritchard Square (Prospect Park 
Southwest) – where Mark usually play with squirrels; in their house – Luisa shows 
her sculptures; or during a summery Sunday stoopsale tour. 
Author’s archive. 
 
Now…it’s funny, we met at ‘sNice97, right? Some people who work there, live here in the 
neighborhood very close. Many people don’t, but to work in a $10/hr job, give or take a few 
dollars, in this neighborhood, in coffee and food, I’m really interacting with one set of people. 
Not everyone who lives in the area comes into ‘sNice; it’s a certain demographic. It’s the 
‘sNice demography. (...) You know there are different groups. First of all we get middle school 
kids who come and spend between 50 cents and $8-10 on lunch. I’m only there on one 
weekday a week, but I think they come in there all the time, pulling out $20 bills. I could 
spend some time comparing that to my experience in middle school and high school, but I 
won’t bother. Who’s at ‘sNice? There are a lot of professionals, young and old, we get a lot of 
graduate students coming in and working there, such as yourself. Who else comes into 
‘sNice? Young folks come into ‘sNice, because it’s a vegetarian and vegan café, and it’s a 
vegan bakery so there are a lot of people who are interested in that. (…) What’s crazy is that 
                                                
97	   ‘sNice	   is	   the	   quintessential	   relaxing	   spot	   in	   Park	   Slope	   -­‐	   at	   315	   5th	   avenue	   and	   3rd	   street	   -­‐	   that	  
serves	  great	  lattes,	  Panini	  and	  baked	  goods.	  People	  usually	  come	  there	  with	  a	  newspaper	  and/or	  their	  
laptop.	  Great	  menu	  for	  vegans	  also.	  The	  owners	  have	  another	  café	  in	  Manhattan	  West	  Village.	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you go down to 3rd avenue it is a complete different landscape. (Gregory, 29, born in the 
neighborhood, Performance Artist, researcher’s gatekeeper since February 2011). 
In summary, in speaking about the “North-South dividing line,” many people 
draw a symbolic border all along 9th street. The social construction of this 
boundary has been built in their life through their neighborhood experiences, 
not in terms of that division. In many instances they emphasize a sense of 
division of class, ethnicity and immigrant status, and length of history as an 
immigrant that has different layouts. They remember when North 5th Avenue 
was more like what South 5th Avenue is now. They don’t conceive a division 
at 9th Street, because the way that people used to code that originally was not 
at 9th Street. Park Slopers’ awareness of boundaries appears to be due to 
experiencing the neighborhood as it was and as it changed, and seeing 
different kinds of stores open and close and different kinds of people, 
eventually feeling safe or unsafe at different parts of the neighborhood.  
6.2.1 Overlapping of social groups and juxtaposition of meaning 
Performing the research role of observer, I also joined the Park Slope Food 
Coop98 on June 2011, taking part of the orientation process and performing 
many hours of voluntary work. Members of each squad work together again 
and again throughout the year, establishing ongoing relationships and learn 
how to do the job as a team. However, that Sunday afternoon I was taking 
part for the first time in a FTOP99 shift for the “Receiving & Stocking” squad, 
which basically means to work on receiving deliveries and keeping the 
                                                
98	   The	   Park	   Slope	   Food	   Coop,	   PSFC	   is	   a	   food	   cooperative	   located	   in	   the	   neighborhood	   and	   famous	  
across	   the	  US	  because	   it	   is	   one	  of	   the	  oldest	   and	   largest	   active	  American	   food	   co-­‐ops.	   But	   there	   is	  
more.	  Since	  1973,	  the	  PSFC	  has	  been	  providing	  Brooklyn	  and	  beyond	  with	  quality	  food	  and	  products	  
while	  serving	  as	  a	  community	  center	  and	  meeting	  place	  for	  its	  member-­‐owners:	  people	  who	  believe	  in	  
the	  value,	  rewards	  and	  responsibility	  of	  collective	  labor,	  action	  and	  ownership.	  In	  sum,	  a	  microcosm	  of	  
Park	  Slopers	  throughout	  the	  last	  40	  years.	  
99	   FTOP	  means	  “Future	  Time-­‐Off	  Program”.	  The	  Food	  Coop,	   in	   fact,	  allows	  some	   flexibility	   -­‐	  and	   the	  
ability	   to	   accrue	  work	   shifts	   in	   advance	   -­‐	   asking	   in	   exchange	   to	  work	   at	   times	  when	   the	   Coop	   has	  
difficulty	   finding	  enough	   labor	   (on	  weekday	  early	  mornings	  or	   late	  on	  Saturday	  nights	   for	   instance).	  
Indeed,	   this	   policy	   gave	   me	   the	   opportunity	   to	   experience	   different	   work	   Committees	   and	   shift-­‐
groups.	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shelves and coolers stocked. It is one of the heaviest jobs at the Coop because 
you have to pull up and down boxes of fruits and vegetables, carry them 
upstairs using heavy shopping carts, and restock the shelves. Since I was new 
- and the squad leader was not really paying attention to me - I had a hard 
time understanding how to restock the fruits and vegetables boxes in the 
market. In fact, the Food Coop does not only pull bad products off the shelf, but 
divides them into bins that can be donated for composting and soup kitchen 
local programs.  
The scene I’m presenting now is part of my field notes and shows that long 
term members – who represent also long term residents in this neighborhood 
“micro-society” – of course are well known at the Food Coop, and they 
already know not only how to do their work, but also how to deal with the 
Coop internal rules and their employees. 
I just need to follow what the other volunteers are doing and I’ll be fine. The squad leader 
didn’t even introduce me to the receiving coordinator100, a young black lady who seems not 
very friendly with us: she is not explaining anything but always complaining about the mess 
we have made in the back! I don’t wanna be yelled at, so together with another volunteer – a 
young white woman who is wearing a large flowery skirt and a pair of red ballerinas: how can 
she do this kind of work dressed like that?? - I take an empty box, as a sort of basket, and I 
disappear in the aisles to pull bad tomatoes and zucchinis off the shelves.  (« Field note », 
January.21.2012) 
After a while I went back to the receiving area in order to divide the stuff in 
different bins. I was a bit disappointed at that point, since my hands were 
dirty from rotten vegetables and I felt also cold because I put them for like an 
hour into the fridge shelves. Apparently there was a mess in the recycle bins, 
some vegetables still good to be prepared were in the compost trash and not 
in the soup kitchen one, or vice versa,  
Argh, and now I’m here with my stuff to put into this bins... what do I have to do? And while 
trying to repair this situation, here it is, the voice of the Coop coordinator, the black lady, who 
is screaming at me!! Oh no... maybe she was already talking to me, and I didn’t realize that 
                                                
100	  The	  Coop	  “real”	  employee,	  in	  this	  case	  in	  charge	  of	  the	  receiving	  management.	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because I was bent over the garbage, and probably this made her more infuriated!! Still 
curved, with the bad tomatoes in my hands, from the bottom up, I turn my face toward her 
voice, and she is there, crazy, above my head, yelling at me: "You see this mess? Now clean it 
all up!"  
I couldn’t even say anything at that point, and remained curved. I returned 
my face towards the bins to do the work, and there I realized that I have made 
a big mistake! I probably did not responded as she wanted, because she was 
screaming again and again the same things.  
I can’t believe it’s happening... I’ve already said ok, I’m fixing this mess, what the hell does she 
want from me? She knows that I’m new and I don’t belong to this mess!!! [I wanna cry...] but 
suddenly I understand... respect... she want to be revered!  
And once again, from below, I turned my face up, I looked at her, finally 
saying what she needs to hear: 
"Right!" 
And I was really right, since she calmed down and left me in front of the 
garbage. To experience first-hand such interaction at the Food Coop was a 
great opportunity. Of course there must be more than, I would say, the usual 
asymmetrical kind of power relationship in a work environment. That day it 
seemed to me that the new volunteers, especially the white, well educated, 
young people, were treated differently. For instance, only at the end of that 
work slot that day I suddenly noticed that in a small box placed in the 
receiving area, there were the cotton gloves and aprons that members could 
wear to protect their hands and clothes while doing such a dirty kind of work. 
Yet nobody told me or the other white woman with the red ballerinas how not 
to get dirty. In a way it seems to me that there were different boundaries to 
deal with that day: being both a newcomer, a new member and a white, well-
educated woman, gave me the wrong pass in a committee usually populated 
by long-term Park Slope residents, with a strong ratio of men (for the heavy 
 
 
 
 
 
Chapter	  6	   GIVE	  ME	  A	  BREAK!	  I’M	  FROM	  BROOKLYN,	  WE’RE	  NOT	  FANCY	  
237	  
work to perform), mainly Caribbean, Afro-American or Puerto Ricans, where 
even the Coop coordinator was an Afro-American lady. 
To have a more comprehensive understanding of this point, a couple of weeks 
later I had the chance to talk about that with Gregory and he told me that he 
had a complete different experience with that coordinator. However, he also 
suggested to talk with his mother, Emily, who is an older member of the Coop 
and also because maybe, being a guy and coming from the very powerful 
Jewish long-term neighborhood community, could give him another 
perspective on her. 
Lidia:  Do you know the... because Gregory knows her but I forgot the name... is a black 
woman.  She’s a “real” worker there, and she works in the receiving area.  She’s a young 
pretty… 
Emily: Yeah, she wears braids. Marisa, she is wonderful.  And I once had a conversation with 
her about people who were – I forgot what it was – like some kind of cheating that was going 
on. 
L.:  I would like to talk with her, something happened to me, but… 
E.:  She’s great! 
L.:  But I was... I want to really be sure, because I saw sometimes... she treats differently, like 
white young woman that are doing, you know, salad, removing the bad vegetables...  
Sometimes she seems very rude with them... 
E.:  I know what you mean. 
L.:  And she is like... she’s not bad, not mean, but you know more like strict and rigid with 
this “kind” of woman. I don’t know if there is just a gender issue going on or... 
E.:  Well, it might be because... I mean, it’s interesting!  Because I have a very good relation 
with her.  But I’ve noticed that the older you get, you have a better relationship with 
everybody.  People are much nicer to you across the board. But one time I was talking to her 
about it, something I had seen, and she said, you know, she basically said but not in these 
words, she said: “I don’t get excited.  It will come back to them.”  You know, like, if you do 
something bad.  Like she didn’t feel she had to go and find that person or report them because 
it’s their problem and they – it wasn’t huge, but she was basically saying: “if you do bad 
things, somehow in the end, it comes back to you”.  (Emily, 64, moved in the neighborhood in 
1969, joined the Food Coop in 1993, Psychotherapist. Interviewed in February 2012). 
 
In fact, building my own Food Coop member history throughout the time, I 
had many chances to meet Marisa101 again and I perfectly remember that day 
when, seeing me working two consequential work slots during a very busy 
                                                
101	  Marisa	  is	  the	  receiving	  coordinator	  who	  yelled	  me	  so	  badly	  at	  the	  Coop.	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Saturday night, she came across to me in the aisle and said: “you hard worker 
man! keep it up man!!”. It was over a year of my presence at the Coop, and I 
was a real hard worker; probably my work ethic and my easy-going attitude 
at that point overcame every class, race, and gender boundary with her. 
As we can argue, despite the making of boundaries during the gentrification 
process, there are unexpected liminal spaces where we can observe an 
overlapping of social groups in people’s activities and juxtaposition of action 
or meaning. All help to constitute the loose mix of threshold. 
6.3 Threshold, a loose mix 
Urban spaces which stand “at the threshold”, between two structured 
neighborhoods, for instance, are where people are exposed to a diverse kind 
of interactions and to unstructured encounters with people of a different class 
or race/ethnicity. This seems indicates that the edges of a neighborhood may 
constitute its thresholds, but, thinking about the characteristics of the forty 
years process of changing in Park Slope I would identify this space on its 
south-end, where the gentrification is still going on. I am here referring to the 
south part of Fifth and Fourth Avenue, where Park Slope - named South Slope 
- meets the consequent neighborhood of Sunset Park.102 In fact, at the 
threshold of a changing neighborhood, boundaries may become blurred, 
allowing for the combining of “the ordinarily uncombinable” (Lyman and 
Scott 1975); people, symbols and objects are encountered outside cultural 
frames of reference and normal instrumental relations (Spariosu 1997). A 
threshold is a point where the boundary between inside and outside can be 
opened – as Stevens argues - where “space loosens up and a wide range of 
perceptions, movements and social encounters become possible” (2007: 73). It 
                                                
102	  Sunset	  Park	   is	  well	  known	  as	  Brooklyn's	  Little	  Latin	  America	   for	  a	   reason,	   it's	  a	  “Mexican's	  home	  
away	   from	   home”,	   as	   described	   by	   Araceli	   Cruz	   on	   the	   article	   “Barrio	   Spotlight:	   Sunset	   Park”,	  
published	   on	   NY.Remezcla	   on	   March	   16th,	   2011.	   Source:	   http://ny.remezcla.com	   -­‐	   Accessed	   on	  
December	  2011.	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is also a restricted space where its design constrains peoples’ practices and 
their interactions.  
We can also trace a parallelism between the concept of threshold and the Latin 
word from which it derives, liminality, that better explain in sociological terms 
the intermediate stage of rituals of progression from one social status or space 
to another. Analysis of the convergence of different groups of people at the 
threshold can explain that social boundaries overlap peoples’ activities in time 
and space. Those unexpected juxtapositions of practices or meanings might 
constitute new forms of encounters between different social groups. The 
threshold’s liminal characteristic highlights peoples’ ability to compress or 
stretch spatial experiences to choose how and when to step outside the 
everyday and the expected. Threshold spaces can, at least temporarily, be 
manipulated as distinct settings and enjoyed for their unique behavioral 
opportunities. Major transformations occur at edges and other liminal spaces, 
at least partly because they are so unstable. “Between-ness” defines these 
zones (Ibid.). These interstitial parts of a neighborhood are sites of significant 
shifts in peoples’ statuses, where it is possible to be exposed to new 
experiences, to freedom, anonymity, but also to risk. Therefore, I observed 
that there is racial/ethnic diversity within the lifestyle of social groups in Park 
Slope. This includes both residents and other users of public space/resources 
(shoppers, socializers, etc). In fact, while central areas of the neighborhood are 
at a relatively late stage in the gentrification cycle (where the concentration of 
gentrifiers is high), in border areas - like “South Slope” - there is a high 
frequency of encounters which are both cross-class and most frequently cross-
racial/cross-ethnic. These encounters illustrate the complexities of everyday 
negotiations around race, class, and neighborhood change. In the next 
empirical scenery, I will show how class anxiety of long term residents and 
newcomers that live in the south/threshold part of the neighborhood play out 
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in fear of sexual harassment/violence. Liminal spaces in a neighborhood in 
transition might be sacred, alluring, and definitively dangerous.  
In the summer of 2011, the community of South Slope responded to the recent 
string of sexual attacks by organizing a 400 people march under the claim 
“Take Back Our Streets' Rally”. (See Figure 42, Safe Slope rally). At that time, 
these violence episodes developed an “atmosphere of fear” in regard to the 
liminal zone that connects the healthy neighborhood of Park Slope to Sunset 
Park, a Mexican-working class populated area.  
Of course, it is commonly accepted that women have generally more fear of 
specific dangers in the city, like rapes and sexual assaults (Ferraro 2012; Pain 
1991; Stanko 1990; Warr 1985). Here I am not only talking about the work of 
feminist theorists around women’s perceptions and use of urban space as 
restricted by the logic of gender inequality and fear. Instead, it is important to 
underline that the liminal zone of a neighborhood in transition is experienced 
by a particular group of residents as a conflict space, where the sense of 
heightened visibility (especially for light-skinned women) and the fear of 
violence (sexual and otherwise) can be part of the mechanism of class and race 
anxiety. This also means that the perception and the use of a changing space 
are tied to issues of class and race/ethnicity.  
From this experience, a group of Park Slope neighbors formed in August 2011 
the Brooklyn-based community association Safe Slope to provide services and 
resources to empower and protect the communities of South 
Slope/Greenwood Heights/Windsor Terrace/Park Slope (the liminal zone 
existing between the different neighborhoods) in the aftermath of multiple 
assaults and attempted assaults. 
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! !! !
Figure'12,'Safe'Slope'rally,'September'15th'2011.''
Author’s)archive.)
)
From) this) experience,) a) group) of) Park) Slope) neighbors) formed) in) August)
2011) the) BrooklynCbased) community) association) Safe' Slope) to) provide)
services) and) resources) to) empower) and) protect) the) communities) of) South)
Slope/Greenwood) Heights/Windsor) Terrace/Park) Slope) (the) liminal) zone)
existing) between) the)different) neighborhoods)) in) the) aftermath) of)multiple)
assaults)and)attempted)assaults.)“We)want)to)come)together)as)a)community)
Figure 42, Safe Slope rally, September 15th 2011.  
Author’s archive. 
 
 “We want to come together as a community to make our streets safe from 
violence,” is what they claim during their meetings, especially  for the Safe 
Walk initiative, a volunteer-based program providing free walks home to 
female- and LGBTQ-identified community members. (See in Figure 43 the 
organization activists dropping off flyers at the Councilmember office). 
Yeah, we think that like… part of the reason that we're organizing this, the Safe Walk 
program, just in general like why we want volunteers to work with us is that, is that not only 
do we want people to get home safely but we're also just trying to like… build a, like a sense of 
community. It isn't just walking someone home because you might have a silly conversation 
but you also get a sense of like who the people are in your neighborhood. (Transcript from the 
voice of a Safe Slope founder during a member orientation, October 2011) 	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Figure 43, Safe Slope’s Activists 
dropping off flyers at the office of 
Brad Lander, the local 
Councilmember103. 
Author’s archive. 
  
Safe Slope’s people seek to empower the community by initiating 
partnerships with local establishments (e.g., bodegas, delis, restaurants, 
churches, etc.), that are willing to create and maintain a space for community 
members to briefly retreat to at night to feel safe. What they call Safe Space 
locations are places open at night and available to post a Safe Space decal on 
their front door or window, welcoming community members inside to do 
what they need to do to feel safe (e.g., arrange a safe walk, call right rides for a 
free ride home, wait for a friend or neighbor to walk home together, call the 
police, call a car service, etc.). (See Figure 44, Map of Safe Space locations on 
the liminal space of Park Slope South). 
Defensive tactics might mean avoiding particular places at certain times, 
using private transport or, most simply, not going out alone at night. Such 
tactics also affect the conduct of the body in space, “negotiating space 
becomes a question of learning how and where to walk, who to watch out for, 
                                                
103	  Read	  about	  Brad	  Lander	  in	  Part	  Two,	  Chapter	  4.	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what to do if things turn bad” (Tonkiss 2005: 104). The Safe Slope’s Safe Walk 
initiative, for instance, is a volunteer-based program providing free walks 
home: 
To arrange a Safe Walk, users call the phone number of the association, and a pair of Safe 
Slope volunteers will meet them and walk them home safely. Safe Walk volunteers can provide 
“pick-ups” at local establishments and subway stops and will provide “drop-offs” anywhere 
in our designated area [what I have called the buffer zone], between 9th and 30th Streets and 
between 2nd and 8th Avenues in Brooklyn104. 
Figure 44, Map of Safe Space locations on the liminal space of Park Slope south 
(circled in red). 
Source: Safe Slope Org. 
Interestingly, the sense of danger perceived from Park Slope-south neighbors 
it is not only reproduced through spatial practices (Valentine 1989, 1992), but 
it seems also connected with symbolic associations and class anxiety for the 
presence of Latinos people in the liminal zone of the south boundary of the 
neighborhood. This cognitive association was socially constructed starting 
with the imaginary fear associated when the local 72nd Precinct of the 
                                                
104	  Source:	  http://safeslope.org/	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Brooklyn-based Safe Slope formed in August 2011 to provide services and resources to empower and protect
the communities of South Slope/Greenwood Heights/Windsor Terrace/Park Slope in the aftermath of multiple assaults and attempted assaults. We want to
come together as a community to make our streets safe from violence.  
About  Programs  Members  Press  Volunteers  Resources  Map  Get Home Safe  Community Assessment  FAQs  
Map
This map is intended to be a resource for community members to map out their walk home. It is safest to walk on streets
with businesses that are open late and/or there is more foot traffic.
Blue Trains: Subway stops
Green Tags: Establishments that are open 24/7
Yellow Tags: Establishments that are open late
Orange Figure: Police precincts
©2012 Google -
Map data ©2012 Google -
View Safe Slope in a larger map
This is an evolving project. Please let us know if we’re missing something or if any information is out of date:
Safe Slope
http://safeslope.org/
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police,$call$a$car$service,$etc.).$(See$Figure$13,$Map$of$Safe$Space$locations$on$the$
liminal$ p ce$of$Park$Slope$south$(see$the$red$circle$on$the$neighborhood$border).$
!
!
!
!
!
!
Figure$ 13,$Map$ of$ Safe$ Space$ locations$ on$ the$ liminal$ space$ of$ Park$ Slope$ south$
(circled$in$red).$
Defensive$ tactics$ might$ mean$ avoiding$ particular$ places$ at$ certain$ times,$
using$private$ transport$or,$most$ simply,$not$going$out$alone$at$night.$Such$
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NYPD105 released the sketch of the two alleged rapists featuring Hispanics 
characteristics. This enhanced the prejudice around them. (See Figure 45, 
“Wanted flyers” across the neighborhood). 
 
 
 
 
  
  
  
Figure 45, “Wanted” flyers across the neighborhood handed out by the NYC Police 
Department from the 72nd Precinct in Park Slope. 
Author’s archive. 
This perception was also confirmed by a young woman, a teacher who 
recently moved in the neighborhood, in my Twelfth street block: 
I leave sometimes at night and it’s dark and I don’t feel threatened, but here in the context of 
Park Slope I found myself very aware of who was walking by me in the street.  If it was a man 
who in this very generic sense fit the profile of the sketches of the rapist I responded with fear, 
whereas previous to that I would probably have ignored that person’s presence the way I do 
with most people walking on the street.  But the way I also, as a female, especially as a White 
female, do with any man, I know that…I mean, more so with men of color because I find that 
if I make eye contact there tends to be somewhat of a reaction or an attempt to engage with me, 
probably with some sexual motivation. (Judy, 30, moved in the neighborhood in 2010, 
Teacher, Interviewed in March 2012)  
As we saw in this case, negative/non-consensual interactions in liminal 
spaces experiencing gentrification can influence the mental geography of 
everyday space, but also the practices and tactics that people put in space. We 
can then argue that social liminality is also experienced and produced through 
                                                
105	  The	  New	  York	  City	  Police	  Department	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I" find" that" if" I"make" eye"contact" there" tends" to"be" somewhat"of"a" reaction"or"an"attempt" to"
engage"with"me,"probably"with"some"sexual"motivation." (Judy,"age"30,"newcomer" in"South"
Slope,"Teacher,"Interviewed"on"March"2012)""
"
As"we"saw"in"this"case,"negative/nonHconsensual"interactions"in"liminal"spaces"experiencing"
gentrification"can" influence" the"mental"geography"of" everyday"space,"but"also" the"practices"
and" tactics" that" people" put" in" space." We" can" then" argue" that" social" liminality" is" also"
experienced"and"produced"through"representations."
"
Figure'14,'“Wanted”'flyers'across'the'neighborhood'handed'out'by'the'NYC'Police'
Depart ent'fro 'the'72nd'Precinct'in'Park'Slope.'!Fai!una!verifica!letteratura!sia!presa!automaticamente!
Lastly,'talking'again'with'Mark,'a'middle'aged'man'who'have'always'been'
living'in'a'rent'stabilized'apartment'where'now'is'located'the'liminal'space'
of' South' Slope' and' one' time' as' just' the' worki g' class' part' of' the'
neighborhood,'we'can'have'a'complete'diverse'meaning'of' the'same'space,'
step'by'step'inhabited'by'wealthier'newcomers.''
Everything"is"because"of…"itLs"the"real"estate."ItLs"both"vulnerable"and"attractive."So"many"
different" groups" come" here" for"many" H" for" the" same" thing," but" for" different" reasons." Rich"
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representations. Lastly, talking again with Mark, a middle aged man who 
have always been living in a rent stabilized apartment where now is located 
the liminal space of South Slope and one time was just the working class part 
of the neighborhood, we can have a complete diverse meaning of the same 
space, step by step inhabited by wealthier newcomers.  
Everything is because of… it's the real estate. It's both vulnerable and attractive. So many 
different groups come here for many - for the same thing, but for different reasons. Rich people 
come to buy whole buildings. Poor people come to get an apartment they can afford. The 
poorest people now have to leave because they can't stay anymore. Students with five 
roommates are very happy. Old families are just holding on for dear life. This was an 
untouched resource for a long time. They're looking wherever they can find neighborhoods, 
everybody, real estate developers, student renters, families desperate for affordable housing, 
people looking for personal investments, gays would be some of the first people to buy a co-op, 
fix it up and resell it almost right away cause they’re professional apartment resellers. 
Wealthy families are moving from Manhattan because they see it as a new alternative 
advertised in New York Magazine. I have many mixed feelings. I’m sorry I’m not wealthier. 
Watching all this happening around me, I should be buying buildings and selling them, but 
just live in my house passively.  Everything is happening around me. I’ve just got me and my 
wife and two squirrels. Two parakeets. (Mark) 
As Mark stated, the threshold is a constrained site which gathers people 
together, channeling their movement, focusing their attention and forcing 
them into close contact with others (Stevens 2007). But it is also a passage to a 
further transition. 
6.4 Transition, the act of passage 
One central point in the process of gentrification is the “act of passage,” when 
wealthier people (in terms of social class) take place of an urban space causing 
the displacement of long-term residents and businesses. During all the 
discussion of this Chapter, we saw that this process has happened in the 
neighborhood of Park Slope along four different waves of changing which 
involved different layers of gentrifiers through a timeline that spanned four 
decades. This has led to a demographic transition as we have seen in the 
taxonomy of the population I have discussed in Part two. This transition was 
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clearly exemplified in a discussion I had with Alice, my gatekeeper at the 
“6/15 Green” Community Garden106”. Alice precisely described me what the 
community garden life was like during the late 1980s, bringing me through 
her memories while showing photographs of that time. I could in this way 
compare my own observations and photographs of the present time taken at 
the same Community Garden in South Slope, getting evidences of its 
transition.  
Back in 1999 there was a very rich ethnic diversity in the garden.  I am looking at the 
photographs of the children at our dog’s birthday party.  That was an annual event and it 
attracted a lot of the children and I see for instance children from Bangladesh, a little boy 
whose family was from Guyana, some girls whose father was Dominican, mother Paraguayan, 
children whose families came from Puerto Rico and the little boy, the son of the Korean green 
grocers on the corner.  It was pretty wonderful in those times. (Alice)  
Reflecting about the shift in the demographic which occurred in this south 
part of Park Slope, it was during the first spring Community Garden potluck 
party of 2012 when Dana, another gardener, shared with me his thoughts: 
Dana:  And I think that, I know that people said, some people said it has a different feeling. I 
remember Sally who lived over there, and then she lived right over here in this house which 
has now been torn down and is about to be replaced by, someone said, a six-story apartment 
house. She suspended her membership at some point and said, it has a different feeling. Now 
who knows what she meant by that? I don’t know. Ramón was another man who was here a 
lot, he came a lot, a lot, a lot, and you know he was more of the type who just liked to sit and 
hang out and talk. You know using the space not to be an industrious gardener, and making 
lots of rules about who can do what, and anyway, trying to insist that people do their fair 
share, and do all their community maintenance, and maintain their plots. And there are a lot 
of people who like to make rules. But he was the kind of guy who liked to be here and hang out 
and sit and talk, the way people do. But I think it got uncomfortable for him at some point, 
and it might not be just that it was the place, I mean there were things going on in his life too. 
He moved away. I think his family stayed, but he left. L.:  How many members? Can you give 
me some numbers? 
Lidia:  So, you are, in a sense, saying that as the neighborhood was changing, the demographic 
of the garden changed as well. 
                                                
106	  In	  1988,	  a	  group	  of	  concerned	  neighbors	  began	  a	  cleanup	  campaign	  on	  the	  abandoned	  lot	  on	  South	  
Slope	   the	   corner	   of	   6th	   Avenue	   at	   15th	   Street.	   It	   had	   become	   a	   serious	   health	   hazard,	   especially	  
because	  of	  the	  local	  drug	  dealers	  whose	  patrons	  used	  an	  abandoned	  construction	  trailer	  on	  the	  site	  as	  
a	  shooting	  gallery.	  By	  dragging	  the	  trailer	   into	  the	  streets,	  the	  neighbors	  gained	  the	  attention	  of	  the	  
Sanitation	   Department	   who	   eventually	   removed	   the	   trailer.	   Thus,	   through	   the	   co-­‐operative,	  
communal	  effort	  of	  five	  pioneering	  gardeners,	  the	  6/15	  Green	  Community	  Garden	  was	  created.	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D.:  I think it did, I think it did. It got a lot bigger for one thing. I mean it did, the membership 
got larger. Now there might be 60 or 80 or something like that. 
L.:  And one time it would be, there were... like 20? 
D.:  20 yeah, that’s right. And I think that, yeah. So I don’t know, it would be interesting to 
really try to get that perspective from the people, like the people I’m citing who seem to have 
feeling things have changed. But I don’t know, I suspect that there are a lot of people who 
would have a lot of feelings about lots of affluent white people moving into the neighborhood 
and taking over the garden, and taking over the neighborhood, and changing the shops from 
whatever they were to something that has everything more expensive. People getting pushed 
out, not being able to hold onto their apartments or their houses.  And so the garden couldn’t 
really exist apart from those larger contextual processes going on. (Dana, 61, moved in the 
neighborhood in 1992, University professor, Garden’s member, interviewed in May 12 2012). 
 
(See some evidences of the demographic shift within the community of the Garden in the next 
two figures). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 46,  Kids and teens at the 6/15 Green Community Garden during a summer 
party, in 1999.  
Photo kindly given to the author. 
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Figure 47, Teens at the 6/15 Green Community Garden during a summer party, in 
2012.  
Author’s archive. 
 
So, what might be the real face of this transition?  Perhaps the one of Signora 
Enrica, one of two old Sicilian sisters that used to manage an old-fashion 
Italian Bakery on Fifth Avenue at the Express-way. Since the beginning of my 
field research, I have spent a lot of time in their shop, buying their bread or 
the delicious sesame biscuits (that gave me a sense of home), talking in Italian, 
learning how they came in Brooklyn from Sicily when they were just 
teenagers, and – above all – how they have spent their entire life working that	  same	  job. In the photo (see Figure 48) it is the last day their store will be open 
and she is there, working as always, behind the counter.  It doesn’t matter that 
men are loading the heavy bread machinery onto the truck; she is there 
serving Italian pastries and waiting for her customers with simplicity.   
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Figure 48, Seeing the neighborhood change behind the window of a Sicilian Bakery. 
Author’s archive. 
  
 “We have been here for about twenty years, but now I am 72… I can’t handle this situation 
anymore” the Sicilian baker tells me.  Then we start speaking in Italian.   And while 
pretending to not pay attention to the store furniture moving, she is filling a white paper bag 
of Italian cookies to take with me. A gift.  “You should eat them at school,” she says.   
Signora Enrica dressed simply with a traditional, Italian, white cotton work 
apron.  Behind her I could see some of her Bakery products; "biscotti" is 
displayed in the Italian sign on the shelf. Her eyes were turned to the 
windows, to which she can see the truck that is carrying away her work from 
Fifth Avenue, to her changing neighborhood.  Her hands were empty.  Her 
fingers were knotted on one another as to symbolize the inevitable closing.   
She has a certain kind of look today … a look that is turned on a side, a reflective look that 
seems to display a pensive state of mind.  Signora Enrica is always neatly dressed in a 
traditional manner: the white Italian apron is a prominent symbol of her cultural background. 
She is standing with humility while waiting for a customer to purchase one of her products.  I 
can only visualize through my sociological imagination which kind of changes from 
gentrification the Sicilian Baker is enduring now.  I can only imagine that, with her head 
turned looking outward, she can see the differences either class, power, or time have brought 
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upon her little bakery.  Signora Enrica is waiting for her customers, as she always has 
been.  In front of her, the counter on which to prepare the Italian food she sells. All around 
her, the products and tools of her craft. Her hands waiting to work and her eyes turned 
towards her world, the world of customers who are outside her avenues. (« Field note », 
February.24.2012) 
My own experience as a researcher on gentrification resonates in this picture, 
particularly in the woman's expression.  Her expression – mildly sad and 
focused on something that is not clear to the viewer – exemplifies a basic 
feature of gentrification: the lack of a shared perspective (intersubjectivity) 
during the transition, between different groups which come to inhabit the 
same community.  In other words, while the emotional reactions to 
gentrification are clear and visible to all, the conditions that give rise to them 
are only evident to some.  By showing the expression but not the conditions 
it's directed at, I argue that this picture represents gentrification in a unique 
way that is equally applicable to both the gentrifiers and the gentrified. 
Finally, it seems that the evolution of Super-gentrification in Park Slope has 
reached is “maximum level”, or better, as Ed told me one day at the Food 
Coop: 
Well, the transition to gentrification is complete. The last ten years my street has gone from 
being really nicely racially diversified to being completely white, upper middle class people 
with really fucking obnoxious kids. And attitude! Especially when you see construction going 
on, they are just all about ‘me and my property, and fuck you’ about inconveniencing others. 
Whereas people use to at least say ‘I’m sorry’, I mean it was just a different sense of 
entitlement and relationship to property. (Ed) 
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Conclusions 
“Displacement from home and neighborhood can be a shattering experience” 
– specifies Marcuse –“At worst it leads to homelessness, at best it impairs a 
sense of community. Public policy should, by general agreement, minimize 
displacement. Yet a variety of public policies, particularly those concerned 
with gentrification, seem to foster (1984: 931). Drawing some conclusive 
remarks, this contribution underlines how the production of urban 
authenticity for progressively more affluent users (Hackworth 2002) may 
uncover the mechanism of power and class in the context of gentrification and 
displacement. There is a call for a “right to stay put,” using the words of 
Hartman (1984), in favor of “an understanding of displacement costs as 
emotional, psychological, individual and social” (Slater 2011: 580), which 
could inspire urgent reform in housing policy. Zukin, who focuses her 
attention on “a gentrifier’s aesthetic appreciation of urban authenticity” 
(2010:18), argues that it is important to consider the importance of capital in 
the broadest sense: the economic capital, the social capital, and the cultural 
capital of gentrifiers and of many urban dwellers today, “who find their 
subjective identity in this particular image of urban authenticity” (Ibid). In 
fact, what happens now is powerful and breathtakingly fast — a product of 
upper-middle class aesthetics and newspapers, magazines and blogs that 
compete to find new ‘destination neighborhoods.’107  (See a visual excursus on 
the urban living of Park Slope in Plate VI). 
The opportunity to study how politics works at the level of the aesthetic 
representation of a neighborhood in transition could be an important way to 
generate information for applied design research. The reciprocal relationship 
between design, meaning/representation, and use of a changing space has 
important implications for architectural practice and design research. To 
study the way by which different groups of people construct meaning around 
a gentrifying neighborhood, or the way that planners and designers make 
decisions about housing needs and policies, it is necessary to refer to a socially 
constructed meaning system that can be studied through an intense field 
research. As we are going to discuss in the next Chapters, a deep analysis of 
distinctiveness played out in housing choices and consumption practices, as 
well as of assumptions, morals and community values can inform the policy 
decision-making process.  
                                                
107	  Sharon	  Zukin	  interviewed	  by	  Powell,	  Michael.	  “A	  Contrarian’s	  Lament	  in	  a	  Blitz	  of	  Gentrification.”	  
New	  York	  Times,	  19	  Feb.	  2010.	  	  
Source:	  	  http://www.nytimes.com/2010/02/21/nyregion/21gentrify.html	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PLATE VI, Urban Living108 in Park Slope (2012). 
Photo composition by the author. 
	   	  
                                                
108	  Getting	   from	   the	  general	   to	   the	  particular	   and	   so	   from	  public/exterior	   spaces	   to	  private/interior	  
ones,	   this	   plate	   displays	   some	   visual	   evidences	   of	   distinctive	   architectural	   forms,	   different	   uses	   of	  
public	  space,	  and	  the	  construction/adaptations	  of	  housing	  interior	  design.	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7. Aesthetic Displays of Cultured 
Consumption in Housing and Leisure 
 
Summary 
From the perspective of this Chapter, Super-gentrification can be understood 
as the search of housing space and the distinctiveness of consumption 
practices in which the commodification of aesthetics operate as a marker of 
social status. If housing can be conceptualized as a system of setting, it is 
made congruent with lifestyle and can inform about how members of 
different groups choose housing, or design housing, as expression of needs of 
a specific group’s minds.  
To analyze this question, I have observed the everyday practices of displaying 
leisurely lifestyles, investigating either the private sphere of the home 
(housing and interior design choices) or the public one (informal interaction 
that take place on the street by looking at consumption trends and habits). I 
will document and analyze various ways of making a home in the 
neighborhood as well as street character and patterns of socio-spatial change 
on local consumption spaces. 
What is accepted of a particular group as a sign or as a symbol, in fact, comes 
from the process of socialization. I will look, then, at representations, symbols, 
ideas to interpret different meanings that can shed light on how different 
waves of Gentrifiers legitimize their practices of distinction, group’s internal 
codes, and other aesthetics displays of cultured consumption in housing and 
leisure.  
Questions of lifestyles and public space in the city return from the classic 
vision of Georg Simmel and intertwine with neighborhood change and street 
sociability posed by Jane Jacobs.  
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7.1 The Commodification of Gentrification Aesthetics 
As we have discussed along the pages of this work, aesthetic and economic 
aspects of gentrification do not stand still. As Bridge (1997a,b, 2013) points out 
in his exploration of the tensions between the economic and the 
communicative rationality of aesthetic display, gentrification has always been 
symptomatic of a new middle class that is so aesthetically self-reflexive. 
Indeed, the very nature of gentrification practices makes them public and 
visible (eating out and other aesthetics displays of acute leisurely lifestyles in 
housing and consumption).  
The search of housing space and the distinctiveness of consumption 
environment operate as markers of social status, especially during a decades-
long process of change, where multiple waves of incoming residents and 
users emerged over time. Those people - whom at the beginning were 
strangers to each other – placed new ideas of status style trough the 
commodification of aesthetics. Those with social power, in fact, have a domain 
over ways of seeing (Krase 2012), and classifying objects according to their 
criteria of good taste (Bridge 2013). Such "ability to create new systems of 
discernment is class power" (Ibid.:119). As Bourdieu’s seminal work on 
“distinction” clearly argues, 
Habitus is the capacity to produce classifiable practices and works, and 
the capacity to differentiate and appreciate those practices and products 
(taste) [by which] they represented social world, i.e. the spaces of 
lifestyles, is constituted (1984:170). 
In this light, I have observed that renovations and restructuring, which go 
with the process of gentrification, were aimed in Park Slope to make (and 
improve) the status, or the social position of the dwellers who promoted them. 
This sort of sentiment, or better, the importance of the aesthetic valuation of 
objects by artists is suggested by Ley (2003) as a catalyst for new distinct 
circuits of consumption represented by gentrification. Indeed, talking 
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specifically about housing, a new, favorable environment operates, in fact, in 
favor of the middle-class residential habits. As Bridge argues,  
an emerging network of 'like minded' professional, mostly in the public 
sector, with low amounts of material capital (some of them 'marginal 
gentrifiers'; Rose 1984) but high amounts of cultural capital whose 
lifetyle outlooks and social networks sustain a stable set of expectations 
about the desirability of buying run down housing in working class 
neighbourhoods (2013:116). 
When, for instance, newspapers and lifestyle magazines featured stories about 
gentrification, “they emphasized the aesthetic values of historic homes and 
lofts”, analyzed Zukin, 
They glamourised the lifestyle of people who lived in either brownstones 
townhouses with their original paneling and wood-burning fireplaces, or 
in large factory lofts. To some degree, then, the public image of 
gentrification was one of aesthetics and an ‘artistic’ lifestyle (1998:831). 
To deeply understand this point I found it interesting to study real estate 
agencies in the neighborhood. Some of them provided me a lot of information 
about housing and commercial prices as well as trends. The current star of 
Park Slope brownstone rental listings, for instance, seems to be a three-
bedroom, two-bath beauty “that’s the perfect blend of beautifully preserved 
vintage details and luxury upgrades” as a realty website recites under the 
frame “Rent A Bit of Brownstone Luxury109”. Such real estate narrative is truly 
fascinating, since it touches all the points related to the commodification of 
gentrification aesthetics. 
Located on deeply shaded President Street, you’ll be greeted by original, 
warm wood floors and wainscoting, decorative stained glass 
windowpanes, built-in china cabinets, ten-foot fireplace mantels. The 
roomy eat-in kitchen boasts large windows that overlook a private, 
south-facing garden oasis. 
                                                
109	  Source:	  Warren	  Lewis	  Sotheby	  Realty	  website,	  http://www.warrenlewis.com	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This unit is mere steps away from the Brooklyn Public Library and the 
wide-open spaces of Prospect Park. Give us a call before someone else 
steps through the door! 
Roomy Plaza Street Co-op 
Love trees? Love living close to the best of Park Slope? This coveted co-
op at 25 Plaza Street West is the place you’ve been looking for. 
Meticulously maintained, freshly upgraded but retaining vintage charm, 
this wide-open one-bedroom is a giant step up from the ordinary. 
Thrilling skyline views, a highly desirable rooftop deck, hardwood 
floors, a glass-tiled kitchen with wine cooler, and easy access to Prospect 
Park, the museum, library, farmer’s market, and world-class 
dining…there’s really nothing to dislike about this rare co-op 
opportunity. See it before it’s gone! 
Settle Near A Historical Treasure 
There’s nothing undersized about this one-bedroom, one-bath apartment 
at 333 Fourth Street, Park Slope. The fully equipped kitchen area features 
a granite breakfast bar. The bathroom packs a lot of drama with its black-
and-white marble tile, and the roomy bedroom boasts two closets and 
double windows. 
This cozy co-op is located next door to The Old Stone House, site of the 
Revolutionary War’s Battle of Brooklyn, and a few easy blocks away 
from Prospect Park. 
The interior of the house became in this way a “gentrification object,” itself, 
commodified “not just in terms of price at market but degree of discernment 
required to get the right mix with individual distinction” (Bridge 2013:120). In 
this way, aesthetic practices of home production are at the very heart of a 
whole set of “social processes and symbolic re-scriptings of the city that relate 
to economic and class power” (Ibid.). 
An interesting question at a certain point of drawing of different waves of 
gentrification in Park Slope – clearly spatialized as we saw in Chapter 5 – was 
to understand how not just the housing stock was different, but also how the 
interior home designs were differently shaped. It seems to me that the higher 
the stage of gentrification registered in the neighborhood area where the 
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house is located, the more “the aesthetic borders of gentrification are sharply 
defined” (Ibid.: 118). Thus it is possible to see small distinctions where the 
neighborhood is still in transition, like on the south end of Fourth and Fifth 
Avenue, as well as a over-gentrified almost authentic Victorian homes with 
antique furniture, restored wooden floors and frosted glass windows all along 
the Slope’s Gold Coast.  
In addition, I have also noticed a sort of anxiety around authentic Victorian 
interiors, which have to show the correct equilibrium of historical authenticity 
and modernity; as to say not too eccentric or not too similar to working class 
kind of restorations, what Clay (1979) defined “incumbent upgrading”. As we 
are going to realize in the next empirical section, in the current period there is 
an expanding upper core of aesthetic competition amongst gentrifiers in the 
Super-gentrified areas of the neighborhood. At the other extreme there is an 
initial evidence of commodification of the interiors, passing through young 
creative newcomers, which lack the distinctiveness of the former and 
underline the blending of long-term working class residents with the young 
newcomers. 
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7.1.2 What’s Hot in Park Slope Real Estate? Housing and Ways of Living 
The first and maybe most important tip for 
people who move to Brooklyn from other parts 
of the country is to learn the word 
“gentrification.” Gentrification means, “to 
renovate and improve.” The key to living in 
Brooklyn, NY is overcoming the myth that 
Brooklyn is a dangerous seedy part of New York. 
During the 1970s, maybe Kings was less 
reputable, but today, it is one of the most 
desirable areas in the city. After you get 
comfortable dropping “gentrification” into 
normal conversation, you can help yourself 
adjust in seven ways to New York living. 
Warren Lewis Sotheby Realty website, Fall 2013 
 
At the very beginning of this thesis I delineated some specific events which in 
my view constituted the genesis of the further process of Super-gentrification 
in Park Slope. I have talked about visionary community leaders whom 
imagined a better place and help the development of values and morals that 
concretely reshaped the neighborhood sense of community. However, the 
housing market in Super-gentrified Park Slope can be cruel, and unexpected. 
That I thought when I suddenly discovered later this fall 2012 that the original 
Ortners townhouse was for sale: for the unbelievable price of $4,800,000. (See 
the interior of the house in Figure 49). As we saw in Chapters 3 and 4, the 
Ortners moved into the brownstone in 1963—when most other middle-class 
residents were fleeing the city—and not only restored it, but proselytized 
about their experience, extolling the joy and beauty of brownstone living. Mr. 
Ortner died in May of 2012 and Ms. Ortner predeceased him. They left no 
immediate relatives, and this is why now it is being sold. “It’s a little 
melancholy and nostalgic, but one can just hope that it’ll be acquired by 
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someone who’ll then live a whole other wonderful life there,” Mr. Labine, a 
neighbor, said. “I just hope it’s somebody who appreciates the house110.”  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 49, the Ortners house for sale on the Vandenberg Real Estate website, 
September 2013. 
Given that the Ortner’s house is asking $4.8 million—they bought it for 
$32,500—it seems safe to assume that its new owners will want the kind of 
brownstone we see in shelter magazines and The Times’ home and garden 
section. The worry now is that the new owners would probably wanted 
something sleek, 
Something elegant, something that screams luxury. They will want 
Viking appliances in the “chef’s kitchen,” and a state-of-the-art heating 
and cooling system with climate controls in every room. They will want 
his-and-her dressing rooms and a master bath with double sinks and a 
steam shower with a separate bathtub and marble, marble everywhere. 
They will want sound systems and lighting systems and security systems 
and entertainment systems and all the brand names that announce one 
                                                
110	  “For	  Sale:	  Brownstone	  Tied	  to	  the	  Revival	  of	  Brooklyn”	  article	  by	  Vivian	  Yee,	  published	  on	  The	  New	  
York	  Times	  on	  October	  2,	  2013.	  	  
 
 
 
 
 
Manzo	  2014	   The	  University	  of	  Trento	  
260	  
has arrived. They will want a house befitting the rich, dazzlingly 
successful people who they are111. 
Addressing housing and Super-gentrification in Park Slope means to talk 
about a multi-layered universe of positions, which indeed takes into account a 
lot of different informal/unregulated situations. In this light – as presented in 
Figure 50 - we can primarily distinguish who own a house from who pays the 
rent, but of course things are not exactly so simple, especially in a New York 
City neighborhood where the peculiarity of a global/corporate city itself 
make the residential mobility rate very high112.  
Experiencing first-hand what does it mean hunting for a room in Super-
gentrified Park Slope gave me the opportunity to understand not just different 
ways of living in the neighborhood, but also the most important New Yorker’s 
obsession: how to get a nice apartment, in a decent neighborhood, at an 
affordable price. Which seems to be more difficult than finding a faithful, self-
supporting boyfriend113. Indeed, the young, the new arrivals, have no 
possibility to get into lower rents in the regulated sector of the 
controlled/stabilized system at the beginning of their stay, ending up then in 
the higher rents of the unregulated sector. Often this means to sublease an 
apartment or to share a room offered by a rent stabilized “official leaser”, 
looking for roommates to split the rent for years. Setting up a house in Park 
Slope usually could signify taking a closet-sized studio, or maybe subsidizing 
your dream house by taking on multiple roommates, and most of the time 
discovering that the apartments are infamously small, without storage spaces.  
The following empirical description will shed light on such different ways of 
living, however, what surprised me since the very beginning was how Park 
Slopers were so attentive about home decoration; from treasures bought at 
                                                
111	   “The	  House	   that	   Launched	  a	  Thousand	  Gentrifiers”	  article	  by	  Kim	  Vesley,	  published	  on	  The	  New	  
York	  Observer	  on	  September	  18,	  2013.	  	  
112	  See	  references	  of	  the	  city	  context	  in	  Part	  Two,	  Chapters	  4	  and	  5.	  
113	  “Rent	  and	  the	  single	  girl”	  editorial	  published	  on	  The	  New	  York	  Post	  on	  March	  7,	  2013.	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Fifth Avenue flea markets to stoops sale gadgets, to even free pieces of 
“vintage” furniture found on the street during the weekend, everyone in the 
Slope does their best to shape a trendsetting home atmosphere. Welcome in 
Park Slope, or – at least – it was what I thought just for a few days, before 
beginning hunt for a room. 
 
Figure 50, Explaining the housing living opportunities in Park Slope (regulated and 
unregulated).   
OWNERS	  -­‐	  Landlords	  -­‐	  Brownstone/Town	  house	  owners	  -­‐	  Apartment/Coop-­‐Apt.	  owners	  
SUBLETS/TEMPORARY	  UNREGULATED	  SECTOR	  a)	  Landlords	  or	  official	  leasers:	  -­‐	  month	  by	  month	  -­‐	  vacation	  rentals	  b)	  Official	  leasers	  or	  “second	  hand”	  subletters:	  -­‐	  apts./rooms	  shared	  (Craigslist;	  Airbnb)	  -­‐	  friend	  of	  friends	  (couch/air	  mattress	  rental)	  	  
RENTERS	  REGULATED	  SECTOR	  -­‐	  Affordable	  Housing	  	  -­‐	  Rent	  Stabilization/Control	  	  -­‐	  Unprotected	  Rents/Market	  price	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When I first arrived in Park Slope to start my field research in 2009, I had 
already experienced living for a month in a sort of closed-room (which had 
fortunately at least a tiny window). I paid 900 dollars cash to stay in a three 
bedroom apartment with a living room, kitchen and one bathroom, where two 
other t tenants were living in two regular rooms, the “official leaser” occupied 
the third one and I got the “guest room.” That was in the middle of gentrified 
Seventh Avenue on the corner with Ninth Street. So, at the time to find a place 
to start my fieldwork at the end of January 2011 I started looking for a room 
almost two months before, by looking at Craigslist ads and other websites for 
temporary sublets. I could not find anything without being there personally, 
aside some fraudulent attempt to steal my money hidden behind the ads. 
When I first arrived, then, I was hosted at a friends’ house (on a couch) for a 
week in order to find something and leave them undisturbed. The first rule of 
a successful room hunt everywhere is to see, check, and compare. I have tried 
a couple of times with real estate agents but, being a foreigner with just a 
research visa, without a regular job, or guarantors or even a social security 
number made me in the worst position ever. One time a broker asked me to 
pay five months in advance plus two months of security deposit and a month 
for the broker as a fee: 8 months in advance??  
So, I ended up with Craigslist again, and by February 1st I got into my first 
house. It was a decent two bedroom apartment on central Fifth Avenue right 
in front the middle school where every Sunday a farmer’s market is going on. 
The official leaser, a young woman immigrant from Trinidad and Tobago, 
moved with her girlfriend to Norway for a better job opportunity as a nurse. 
She then decided to keep her rent stabilized apartment and to rent out the two 
rooms. At the time I paid the most expensive rent I ever paid in Park Slope: 
$1,250 for a single room, where at least the utilities were included. 
Unfortunately it also included a crazy woman, the roommate who had some 
serious mental problems. Two days after moved in, I learned why people 
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where moving every two months from that apartment: one month + one 
month deposit is the minimum you have to pay to move in.  Everyone was 
escaping from whom I used to call “psycho”. Judith, this her real name, was a 
40-something years old immigrant from Hungary with a serious problem with 
the general concept of “control”.  She controlled the groceries I bought, the 
brand of olive oil I used, the color of my bed linens and even where I used to 
put the placemat after breakfast. I just remember that in two months I never 
sat on the couch in the living room, since I never felt relaxed with her at home.  
The end of March 2011 was one of the worst time in my Park Slope’s life. I 
decided to move from my sharing with Psycho, especially after one of her 
recurring screaming/harassing moments114, and look for another room I can 
afford on my own. In the last two weeks of March I saw what I described to 
my parents and friends in Italy like “the impossible houses.” The date when I 
had to leave my old apartment loomed closer and closer. I was panicking and 
that is why I started being very committed to a successful room hunt. (See 
some of my notes in Figure 51). There was the $900 room in the apartment on 
north Fourth Avenue where a young couple was living in such dirty 
conditions that I almost wanted to save the little cat they had with them. 
There was, then, the smallest room I have ever seen (smaller than the one I 
had in 2009) for $600 a month on Seventh Avenue and Twelfth street, but I 
could not think to live there for more than a week. And there was a sweet one 
bedroom apartment at the ground floor of a brownstone on Eleventh Street for 
less than $1,400, but when I arrived they had already rented it out to someone 
who offered more than that. And then most of them were unfurnished and I 
had to really think on that since I supposed to stay just for one year at the 
beginning of the research. The most unbelievable rental offers, however, 
happened right in the center of gentrified Park Slope: on Seventh Avenue and 
                                                
114	  Where	  I	  was	  just	  keep	  walking	  around	  the	  neighborhood	  to	  do	  not	  stay	  at	  home	  in	  such	  nightmare,	  
at	   least	  until	   the	   cold	   temperatures	  of	   that	   rigid	  winter	   forced	  me	   to	  get	   in	  one	  of	   the	   local	   coffee	  
shop,	  usually	  at	  s’Nice,	  where	  I	  could	  even	  work	  with	  my	  laptop.	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First Street, in front of the well known P.S. 321 School. I had an appointment 
with this lady called Gina at 1:35 pm, but when I went there and rang the bell 
she told me that she was still showing the place to another girl and that I 
could wait for her at the Starbucks coffee shop in front.   
I thought it was bizarre but I didn’t care. After a while she called me over the phone and I 
could get into the house. The ad she put on Craigslist talked about a single room for $695, 
plus utilities, plus security; a deal for the location! This lady seems a bit weird... she asked me 
to sit on the sofa with her and she explains the house rules. Anything new, like not to make 
noise, don’t cook too much (!!!), be responsible... stuff like that. But the biggest surprise was 
the “ROOM” she showed me at some point: in front of the main house door, in a little niche 
on the corridor there was a Venetian blind who hid a small alcove carved above a large chest of 
drawers. By rolling up the blind she uncovers a single bed, which - on one side - had the wall, 
and – on the other – the corridor, or even worst the main door. Of course one could always 
protect himself with the blind... and this would be a room for $700?? (« Field note », 
March.19.2011) 
I could not believe what I was seeing, I was so furious that I left the house 
without saying a word, more desperate than I entered. And, as I walked out of 
the building I saw another guy buzz Gina’s apartment bell, another prey, 
perhaps even more desperate than me. However, when I was almost giving 
up and thinking to rent something cheaper on the other side of Prospect Park - 
in Crown Heights for instance - I finally found a spot in a three bedrooms 
apartment: an unfurnished room for $700 with the sweetest roommates I have 
ever had in Brooklyn: Julyann and Anika, two colleagues who worked in the 
same music corporation in their early thirties, with a Korean and a Afro-
American ethnic origin. And in so doing, in April 2011, I finally set up my 
“Slope family” with them, on our Twelfth Street apartment, on the south-
western corner of Fifth Avenue. 
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Figure 51,  Hunting for a room in Park Slope. Researcher’s notes (2011). 
Empirical evidences of different housing pathways and opportunities will 
then follow from some of the most meaningful experiences I have traced 
throughout the research (associated with the visual data reported in the photo 
essay at the end of this section). 
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I met Eric at the end of a community meeting held in January 2012 about an  
initiative to implement slow zones that would encompass Park Slope, a 20-
mph speed limit, promoted by the Civic Council’s trustees. More than the 
discussion, I was interested in getting in touch with a member of one of the 
oldest neighborhood civic organizations and, just by chance, I started talking 
with Eric. He seemed more available than the current President, and so I 
asked him for a possible meeting. It turned out that Eric was a former trustees 
and that he very recently founded another civic association committed to the 
protection and enhancement of quality of life in the community: the Park Slope 
Neighbors. We met the first time at Bar Toto on Sixth Avenue and Eleventh and 
he immediately liked to talk about his “housing career” in Brooklyn. He 
moved into Park Slope at the end of June of 1996 with his wife.  Before that, he 
had an apartment on the West Side of Manhattan, Upper West Side, just 
across from Central Park.  At the time his girlfriend, the current wife, had 
moved into his apartment but it wasn't really big enough for them going 
forward so they started to look around the Upper West Side and there was 
nothing that was really what they wanted in their price range.  Eric had 
worked with somebody who lived in Park Slope at some point, and his wife 
had a friend who lived in Park Slope.  It was the only part of Brooklyn that 
they had ever been to, the only part of Brooklyn they knew anything about.  
So they came out one weekend and went around with a couple of realtors and 
liked the neighborhood a lot.  They saw an apartment that they really like and 
it turned out they did not want cats and they had three (that his wife had had 
throughout the relationship) so they didn't get that apartment, but they 
decided they would keep looking there.  A couple of weeks later they saw a 
very nice apartment where they did not mind cats and they rented that.   
I think the day after we moved in, she had a car and the day after we moved in we went out to 
the car and somebody had broken into the car, broken in the window and went through the 
glove box and the trunk.  There was nothing worth stealing in there.  It was jumper cables 
and an umbrella, I think, that they took.  And we lived on 8th Avenue about a block, not even 
a half a block, from Flatbush, 8th Avenue between Lincoln and St. John’s and at that time the 
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other side of Flatbush, Prospect Heights was still a very dicey neighborhood crime wise.  So 
the first night we were in the neighborhood somebody broke into the car.  At that point they 
had broken the lock so we didn’t bother locking the car anymore because we figured, okay, we 
don’t have anything worthwhile in the car so if somebody wants to break in they can just open 
the door and take what they want or something worth protecting.  So about six weeks later we 
go out and the back window has been broken.  The car was opened, they didn't need to break 
the window.  They could have just tried to door handle and again, there was nothing to steal.  
And so that was summer of 1996 and no car we’ve had since has been broken into so I think 
that’s sort of indicative of the changes in the area.  Cars don’t get busted into anymore.  The 
crime, certainly there's still crime in the neighborhood but it's mostly somebody stealing an 
iPhone and running away, generally not very serious crimes. (Eric, 48, moved in the 
neighborhood in 1996, Professional, Garden’s member, interviewed in January 2012). 
The conquest of a decent shelter is one of the biggest worries for a New 
Yorker, it does not matter if one is looking for a mansion or just a room for 
rent. Competition is very high and prices are always growing, as I have learnt 
first-hand.  Taking into account housing conditions, neighborhood safeness 
and daily commuting distance, this could become a nightmare. Perhaps such 
difficulties are the reasons why anyone in this city loves to build up his/her 
own narratives and anecdotes  about the houses where they lived, as a sort of 
“housing tale therapy”.   
As I was telling you about Eric’s housing story, at a certain point they needed 
a bigger apartment.  They really liked the neighborhood since within a couple 
of months of living there they really felt that it was home and that they 
wanted to stay in Park Slope long term.  So I guess it was probably about a 
year after they first moved to that apartment that they started looking for a 
house and it took a while.  It took about a year and a half before they found 
the house which they bought just in time before the market starting to go up.  
They reached a contract in 1999 and at the end of September they moved on 
Fourth Street where they have been for a little over 12 years. 
So we go to an open house, it was a nice house but not what we wanted, and the realtor said, 
oh, well let me take your contact information.  If I have anything that I think is right for you 
I’ll let you know.  So she called about a week later and said, how would you feel about a fixer-
upper?  We said, you know, we just started looking, we don’t want to rule anything out if it's 
reasonable.  My brother is a professional carpenter and maybe we could – so we’re open.  So 
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we meet her and go look at this house.  And we walk in and it looks like London after World 
War II and they’ve dropped a bomb on the house.  Holes in the plaster, big cracks in the walls, 
nothing’s been updated for at least 50 years.  And she says, oh, this is perfect for 200,000 
dollars, it'll be beautiful.  And we said, there's no way that we’re prepared to deal with this 
degree of renovation.  So we said, thanks but this is more than we can really handle.  So we 
end up looking at probably 60 houses over the next year and a half and we were working 
primarily with one realtor who was really patient, very good, very honest and finally when me 
and my wife said, okay, I can't take this, we're not finding a place, I really want to find a 
house. I’m going to go some other realtors and just tell them what we want.  So a different 
realtor called her one Friday morning, I guess, and said, I just got this listing.  I hear it's 
really nice.  It sounds like what you guys want.  I haven’t seen it myself, do you want to meet 
me?  I’m going to look at it and she said, okay, I’ll go with you.  So she went and looked at it, 
she called me at the office on Friday and said, I just saw a house.  I think you're going to like 
it.  I made an appointment for tomorrow morning.  I said, okay great.  So Saturday morning 
we're walking over to the realtor's office.  I don’t remember what it was but we got in a fight 
on the way over there.  She said, forget it, I’m not going, I don’t care, I don’t want a house.  
She turned around and went back to the house.  I kept going to the realtor's office and a couple 
of minutes later she showed up there, too.  We went and looked at the house.  So we walked 
into the house and it's really nice, beautiful woodwork, exactly the kind of place I was looking 
for.  And I said, there's something really familiar about this house.  I feel like I've seen this 
house before.  And we looked around.  It turned out it was the house, the fixer-upper that we 
had seen, the second house we’d ever looked at and that another couple had bought and they 
renovated over that year and a half that had passed.  And so I guess we made an offer.  We 
saw that Saturday, we made an offer Saturday afternoon.  They had another offer, I think that 
was 5,000 dollars higher than ours.  On Sunday night we raised our offer 10,000 dollars and 
Monday they accepted it.  And then the reason that they – so this is in March, they couldn’t 
close until September because they needed to own it for two years in order to avoid a capital 
gains tax because they were flipping the house, essentially.  So they needed somebody who 
could go to contract in March but not close until September and risk the increase in interest 
rates, which I think did go up during that time, the mortgage rate went up.  So we really liked 
the house.  We figured it was worth waiting for it but it was the same place that – and in 
retrospect, it would have been cheaper for us, I’m sure, to buy it and renovate it ourselves but 
trying to live there while we were doing it or live somewhere else and afford rent somewhere 
else and then paying the mortgage, that would have been a lot of stress, I think.  So overall, we 
probably did the right thing and ended up the same place. (Eric) 
It turned out that Eric is  the owner of what is considered a “historic house”, 
which means not only a townhouse in the first historic district, but one of the 
seven meticulously restored 19th century brownstones part of the annual 
house tour in Park Slope115. This was such a great coup of fortune for my 
research, since my request to follow-up this interview with another at his 
house was accepted. When I went there Eric allowed me to visit just the first 
                                                
115	  About	  600	  people	  attend	   the	   self-­‐guided	   tour	  each	  year.	   Tickets	   are	  $20	  and	  proceeds	   fund	   the	  
Civic	  Council's	  grant	  program	  for	  neighborhood	  groups.	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floor, which is by the way their “public floor”, where they usually meet their 
friends. They live in a two-story brownstone and they do not have tenants like 
other owners often does. The living room and the dining room before the 
kitchen are traditionally furnished. But what really stocked me were the 
fabulous wooden details in mahogany that literally reshaped the light on the 
whole floor. 
What I wanted when we were looking for a house, which is part of the reason it took as long as 
it did, I really wanted a certain style of interior.  I like oak... I like a lot of arts and crafts. A 
more masculine style, I guess, than a lot of the houses in the neighborhood because the 
Victorian interior is a bit kind of frilly looking.  (Eric) 
Another “bone of contention” is with regard to aesthetics. Usual house 
maintenance activities from long term homeowners were more focused on 
efficiency rather than beauty. Especially in South Slope, we can see creative 
kind of restorations, made with different materials, which have, of course, 
different costs. Different is the attention made by gentrifiers and more recent 
Super-gentrifiers, whom pay a lot of attention to the aesthetics of their house, 
especially if they own a brownstone in the designated historic district116. 
However, the question is not just about the rules posed by the New York City 
Landmarks Commission on the building’s exterior and permits. Once again, 
brownstone restorations and maintenance has more to do with social status 
display and housing value. 
In this light, despite they had already seen the same brownstone (in their 
neighborhood) over a year before, the renovated exteriors and interiors 
together with the traditional wooden details where the reasons that convinced 
them to buy. In 1999 they paid 895,000 dollars – and they asserted that the 
house is worth at least 2 million dollars now.  They put down the 25 percent 
($225,000 dollars) borrowing 667,000 dollars through a thirty-year mortgage.  
                                                
116	  See	  a	  discussion	  of	  the	  Park	  Slope	  Historic	  District	  reported	  in	  Chapter	  4.	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However, usually brownstone landlords have tenants whom help them pay 
their mortgages or the house renovations and even the property taxes. Often 
they bought their houses a long time before the 1990s, making in this way a 
great profit across time. This is the case of Harvey and Ann, whom are 
brownstone landlords in the south part of the historic district since the end of 
the 1970s. 
Harvey grew up in Brooklyn’s Bed-Stuyvesant, from an immigrant, Eastern 
Europe Jewish family. In 1974, he moved with his wife Annemarie to the 
Bronx, in the Co-op City area, and lived there for about five years. However, 
they were both working on Wall Street for the New York Stock Exchange and 
they felt that it was a long commute and especially hard in the winter.   
Harvey: And so we knew some people who had said to us, “You can be a lot closer.  This is a 
nice neighborhood, we also have some friends who live here who have lived here a lot longer 
than we did, than we do now.”  And, you know, we went, we were shown this house, we just 
liked it.   
Lidia: It was this… exactly this house? 
H.: They showed us a few houses and, of course, we liked this one.  Of motivation… the 
motivation, really, was to get closer to work.  We were able to sell our house and make about a 
$20,000 profit on that one.  You think 20,000? 
Annemarie: 15. 
H.: 15 or 20, and use it as a down payment here, with a little extra cash out of our pocket, so 
we only almost bought this house with nothing out of pocket? 
L.: Do you remember the price? 
H.: What was the price?  Oh yes, I know the price.  It makes no difference, it’s changed so 
much.  The purchase price was $100,000. 
A.: And we got a mortgage. 
H.: We got a mortgage for $80,000. Yes.  We got a mortgage for $80,000. That was in 1979.   
(Harvey and Annemarie, 74 and 68, moved in the neighborhood in 1979, Retired 
Professionals, interviewed in February 2012). 
In this way they were able to pay the mortgage through the two rental 
apartments that came with the brownstone. This is a three family house, in 
fact, with three small single-owner dwellings.  There are four and a half room 
apartments, which includes a kitchen and two rooms which can both be a 
bedroom, or one could be a bedroom and one can be a den or an office or 
something, and one could be a living room.  Some brownstone owners, whom 
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often have large families, choose to live in the whole building; if one has three 
children, they may need the upstairs, the bedrooms. However Harvey and 
Annemarie are just the two them:  
Harvey: The whole idea was that the rent would help us pay the mortgage and we would have 
– this is the reason that we bought, that we could buy it. Because the rent would help pay the 
mortgage and then our income would help pay the rest of our expenses. We thought this was a 
nice location, but it didn’t really occur to us, until a little later, how we had actually bought 
something that was very, very well located.  And so we are – but also around the corner, the 
subway, 7th Avenue subway is two blocks away, a couple of blocks away. 
Annemarie:  It was a lot of luck.  We were lucky. 
H.:  So you have to take some risks.  And this didn’t seem like that much of a risk.  It was a 
definite improvement at least for sure in terms of our commuting time and probably in terms 
of neighbors because we were more – we found more neighbors who were like us here than we 
had there in the Bronx. Here they were younger, more professional. 
Interestingly Harvey, taking into account the reasons they choose to own a 
house in Park Slope, spontaneously ends up talking about the “quality” of the 
neighborhood’s demographic they were looking for, or just appreciate more. 
As we can see in the dialogue reported, they state that it was not even a 
matter of social status or class position, but the need to find people with their 
level of education, with whom share similar lifestyles.  
Annemarie:  A lot of teachers. 
Lidia:  Yeah.  So, do you think that in that period of your life, you shared, I would say… 
maybe the social status, the position with other people here in terms of kind of work, kind of 
cultural interests? 
A.:  Education. 
L.:  Education. 
Harvey:  Well, I don’t know if position or social connection. 
A.:  Education more. 
H.:  As opposed to position.  I don’t know if you see…Well, for instance the Bronx didn’t have 
drug dealers, where we were.  We were… 
A.:  More education. 
H.:  We were more educated.  We were working on Wall Street.  The people who were there 
were basically blue collar, mechanics and so forth… 
A.:  Carpenters. 
H.:  And harder to relate when you’ve got a degree and they don’t, and you have a different 
way of thinking. 
A.:  Or the wife that doesn’t work.  Yeah, the wife stays home. 
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In addition, I was interested in tracing the kind of tenants they used to have, 
in terms of their basic socio-demographic characteristics. These, in fact, are 
important data to be linked with the census statistical analysis reported in 
Chapter 5, which also informs, on the one hand, on the shift in the 
neighborhood demographics and, on the other, on rental housing prices 
adopted by landlords. 
Harvey:  Well, if we needed to find a tenant today, we would have to advertise.  And the price 
we would advertise would be about $2,000 a month… here by the park, I mean, you’ve got 
everything.  You’ve got all kinds of amenities. 
Lidia:  $2,000 for two rooms? 
H.:  No, it’s not two, it’s four and a half. 
Annemarie:  Because it’s broken up.  It’s from here to here.  But this is two rooms.  But this is 
actually broken up into three rooms, same space. 
L.:  But it’s $2,000 per each? 
H.:  For each apartment. 
A.:  Well, you see, it kind of covers the expenses.  We don’t want to make… 
H.:  We think that we probably have kept our prices a little lower. 
A.:  Yeah, we’ve kept… 
H.:  We don’t ask for – we do not raise the rent when someone moves in.  We keep the rent 
indefinitely. 
A.:  Because we want good tenants. 
H.:  But that is us… 
A.:  We don’t want trouble. 
H.:  That is us.  We’re not – I don’t know if we represent everyone else, but it is just what we 
do. 
As I have learnt also from others research contacts, for two bedrooms in a 
brownstone the average price asked from the landlord is $2,000. As the 
owners were able to pay for their mortgages, they usually states that with 
rents they basically just cover the expenses: 
You know, because in 30 years, there is a lot of – a lot of things break down and need to be 
replaced or repaired, whatever.  There are always new problems.  Yeah, well, there are always 
new problems and new expenses.  Some of them are significant… we put in a roof a couple 
years ago.  That was what, $4,000. So it’s not like… it’s just all money coming in.  I mean, 
it’s like any business.  It’s money in and then you have your expenses, and then you have 
whatever is left over is called – you could call it profit. (Harvey) 
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Talking about their tenants, Harvey and Annemarie cited Baker, for instance, 
who is an a headhunter, specialized in the job placement of executives. He is 
married to an office manager and previously lived in Manhattan.  
Harvey: There were very often a young man and woman who move in together,  to live 
together and decide if they wanted to get married and most of the time it seems that they do 
decide to get married… We haven’t had too much of the roommate situation I think  many 
years ago we had one situation on the second floor where we had three or four boys; young 
men who were college roommates that was for a year and a half but… 
Annemarie: And we were afraid because they were young, you know they were twenty or so 
but they were very good, they were very helpful, they helped us with garbage and all kinds of 
stuff. We just had one incident where it was a… sort of… like with Nori and Amber that they 
broke up, the transition was very easy.  Nori paid the rent anyway, you know all the time so 
he just stayed and he seemed to like it. But there was a couple in the pit, there was a Japanese 
woman and a white you know Caucasian man from Princeton or something or one of 
those…one of the larger colleges and they were together but their breakup was very 
unpleasant and I think…I don’t remember exactly. We didn’t have a problem but I think she 
just went away or and I think he continued to pay the rent but he left very quickly afterwards. 
We had no problem with them they were very nice to us but there was problem.  
A very similar discourse was told to me by Tracy, a single woman landlord of 
a brownstone located more down the hill, on Sixth Avenue and Fourteenth 
Street. 
I have three floors. I rent the first floor and I have two floors for myself. There's a bathroom in 
their house downstairs, there's a big walk in closet, there's a bedroom here and then there's a 
living room. Kitchen over there, they have a little backyard… so this is a small house.  It's 
only 15, it's 15 feet wide so it's like 14 and a half feet by about 40.  So it's a small house. Well, 
and I rent the downstairs for 1,900 dollars. (Tracy, 63, moved in the neighborhood in 1976, 
Acupuncturist, member of the local lesbian community, interviewed in January 2012). 
Again she confirmed me the amount of work these old houses need to be well 
fixed: 
So I do everything you know, I make things and like I put this floor in and I hired this guy 
who works with me a lot117. We put this flooring, we did the kitchen cabinets. We made this 
old sink which was here before into this… Yeah this we put all the radiators on legs and I put 
that metal bar underneath that lets the water go through so you can control the heat. So you 
don’t have to have you know cause it's a loop it's otherwise you can't control the radiator. So 
                                                
117	  Here	  she	  is	  referring	  to	  Dimitri,	  a	  young	  Architect	  from	  Milan	  I	  met	  in	  the	  neighborhood.	  He	  is	  also	  
a	  member	  of	   the	  community	  garden	  and	   this	   link	  was	   fundamental	   to	  get	   to	  know	  Tracy	  as	  well	  as	  
other	  gardeners	  like	  Alice	  and	  Simon	  or	  Malik.	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I've done many energy saving things. We redid the whole ceiling and insulated everything 
and, in that room too and… so I did all of this.  
Tracy also described the apartment for rent “really beautiful” and that is the 
reason she can get that rent, “cause it took me a while this time”, she said.  In 
fact she had to wait a little before finding someone available with 1,900 
dollars, 
someone who wanted it cause of the way it looks and it's nice. They're white, they’re young, 
they’re not married and they’re under… like 27. She, she's going back to school.  She was in 
advertising but she’s going back to school to become a nutritionist and a yoga teacher.  And he 
is a physical therapist. (Tracy) 
As I have briefly described in Part Two, the first wave of gentrifiers, or the 
pioneer ones, were liberal-progressive, White, well educated people, like 
teachers and nurses, artists and writers, architects and professionals in 
general, whom were able to get a mortgage during the critical problem of red-
lining. The consequent waves of residents were more and more wealthier and 
well educated people. The youngest might find a rental room or share 
apartment in a brownstone owned by first wave gentrifiers.  The oldest, or the 
richest, might buy a luxurious townhouse to make real estate profits. Like the 
differences between the story of Tracy, the 63 years old single woman who 
moved in Park Slope in the 1970s, and Jeff and Karin, a married couple in their 
thirties who bought their apartment in South Slope in the 2000s. 
I came to New York City in 1972.Then I moved in and stayed at a friend's house and then I 
got an apartment.  And then I became a lesbian. In 1969, I was against the Vietnam War and 
they murdered people on campuses of like the University of New Mexico.  I wasn't there at 
that point but they bayoneted somebody.  The National Guard bayoneted somebody.  Then 
there was lot… Yeah there was more.  There was also against oppression of Black people and 
Black panthers and all that stuff was going on.  Then I moved to New York and then I went to 
the lesbian feminist... well, there was the gay activist alliance and then just at that moment 
like in 1973, the lesbians separated from the men because they were being used they felt.  (…) 
Well at first, first I lived on the Lower East Side in two different places, and then I moved to 
Brooklyn because it was cheaper in 1974. I rented an apartment in this house with my 
girlfriend.  And then, the landlord got killed. He was a gay man and his family did not want 
the house.  So my grandfather had given me some money, and my girlfriend encouraged me to 
buy the house.  So I put the money, at that time you could take over a mortgage. Otherwise, I 
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wouldn’t have been able to.  You could put money down and take over someone's mortgage.  If 
someone had bought the house and they've bought it $30,000.  And then I put down $6,000. 
And then I took over the rest of the money.  So then I bought the house in 1976. But I didn’t 
have any other money though.   So I worked it and fixed it and rented it and worked at night, 
got some more money when my grandfather died and I worked it and fixed it and worked it.  I 
do all of the most, all of the work or manage it.  So the house is in pretty good shape now.  
And I have some money.  So I’m put some money in a retirement fund which I had no 
retirement fund because…  I’m 62, so I worked for myself all my life.  So that's how I’m still 
here. Other people, other people sold their house, like those people sold their house and moved 
to Long Island. (Tracy) 
So, for Tracy, the first motivation was that the house was cheap, and that she 
had the opportunity to buy that and to take over the already existing 
mortgage.  She told me that actually now she is the oldest person on the block 
and also the oldest long-term resident. But one time it was a way different: 
Mostly there were families… well there were lots of selling of drugs and having of wars and 
people getting shot.  There was a bodega over there, a bodega over there and both people, both 
those bodegas people got shot in them. But we had dogs… we kept big dogs. They were just 
people who were into drugs and stealing things and the reason to… Like there was someone 
who lived a few houses, who they were thieves and everyone knew they were thieves and in 
fact, they robbed this house through the roof one time before I bought the house. And then one 
time early in the late 1970s, someone broke in the front door of the downstairs apartment and 
robbed the apartment. And that's when I got a gate on that door.  But it's… you know, now 
it's much better but there are you know you still, you don’t leave yourself, you, you make it so 
if you have to, you can protect yourself. (Tracy) 
On the other side of the spectrum, two young professionals recently moved 
into Park Slope and have a very different perception of neighborhood life in 
Park Slope. Presenting Karin, she liked defined herself as a very artistic child 
who was born into very scientific parents, who fled to New York City at her 
first opportunity. She graduated in fact at the Parsons School of Design and 
studied art and also English literature so she has been working for art 
magazines, and then she went into advertising writing and she is a freelance 
now.  She lived in Manhattan for 12 years and moved to Brooklyn in the year 
2000 really because, first of all, Manhattan was getting very expensive.  That 
was related to a lot of other changes happening in the city at the same time.  
She had been in the East Village where she realized that it was really 
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changing. It was starting to become filled with more chain stores.  Old places 
that she liked were closing down. It did not really feel like a place that was 
friendly to artists and musicians and people that she found entrusting 
anymore and the word was “everybody who was like that was moving to 
Brooklyn” she definitely stated.  And so she decided to move to Brooklyn on 
March of 2000. 
But at that time if you walked on Fifth Avenue and took a right and walked toward Flatbush 
it was sketchy.  It was not safe on Fifth Avenue, it was like… depending on your sensitivity.  
I’m pretty… it didn’t bother me but if I had squeamish friends who were nervous I would tell 
them to sort of walk up Carol Street when you take the subway other than going down Fifth 
Avenue because it was a little bit… not super nice. It gentrified from 7th Avenue towards 
Fifth.  So in the early years 7th Avenue was gentrified.  I think we would take the F line to 7th 
Avenue and then walk from there but people wouldn’t take the R line.  You could go from R to 
Union but R to 9th and R to 17th … so it came down to 7th Avenue to Fifth Avenue kind of 
going there. Yeah, absolutely.  And I actually qualify that – I lived in Alphabet City in the 
late 1980s and that was rough more so than this was.  This was not like that.  It was not like 
people shooting up.  It was just not anything like it is now. I think so.  I had developed a sort 
of comfort with – I was living in a neighborhood that did have a lot of crime and I sort of got 
used to handling myself in that situation.  And so Park Slope, even though it had Fifth 
Avenue, it was not like now.  It’s all boutiques and fancy French places and things.  It was 
nothing like that but I was comfortable here anyway because I was used to worse. (Karin, 41, 
moved in the neighborhood in 2007, Artist, interviewed in February  2012). 
In this excerpt Karin was introducing a very central issue, which is the level of 
comfort in relation with the issue of crime and, more in general, of 
neighborhood safeness. Being exposed, in fact, to other “rough,” more urban 
kinds of environments developed in her a sense of comfort that other pairs 
did not feel at that time. She is also stressing the differences experienced on 
Seventh Avenue – already gentrified in the 2000s – and Fifth Avenue – 
sketchy or not very nice, in her words. I will discuss these patterns of change 
in the next section.  Indeed another important question need to be pointed 
out: Karin - as many other newcomers I met in my research – has a view of the 
neighborhood as it is now, and this is evident when she states “This was not 
like that.  It was not like people shooting up.  It was just not anything like it is 
now.” However as we have traced in the historical introduction and in many 
different memories of long-term residents, Park Slope was a place in which 
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you could be shot, robbed, or even raped in the middle of the street, in a 
different period of time and correlated with different areas of the 
neighborhood, of course, but that was the past. What is definitely interesting 
here is the intersection of Super-gentrification effects (of change) and different 
meanings and perceptions associated by people who experienced it at 
different points in time and space.  
A very similar motivation was brought by Jeff, Karin’s husband118, who was 
raised in Chicago from a very poor immigrant East European Jew family, as 
he told me: 
Like many immigrant stories… my parents both grew up in abject poverty, just… they lived 
in… five people in one room on the Southside of Chicago and did very well for themselves.  
My father became a doctor.  So if you had to classify me… my family history, it’s upper 
middle class suburban environment that I grew up in.  And after many years moving around 
pursuing a doctorate in Philosophy thinking I was going to be a professor for a living… And I 
went to school all over, Portland, Baltimore, Chicago, Paris, back to Paris.  And then I finally 
decided that I was not going to be a professor for a career.  So I said that I wanted to live in 
New York.  After Paris, where else are you going to go?  (Jeff, 38, moved in the neighborhood 
in 2007, work in Education and Technology, interviewed in February 2012). 
Following the same way of thinking, their decision to buy an apartment in 
Park Slope was a very practical thing: to get a larger apartment for the same 
amount of money. However, even if the money had not been as much of an 
issue, they would not probably have chosen to live right in the center of Park 
Slope necessarily because they feel it is too homogenous there: 
There’s something about the concept, sort of my “self” image. I like the idea of being a little bit 
daring and whatever.  But I would not say that do that with my decisions a lot but it’s 
definitely there.  I think… I’m not sure we would’ve chosen to live right in the center of Park 
Slope necessarily because 7th Avenue in particular has become… the word I always use for it 
is a twee, filled with precious… it’s a little bit too… I don’t know what to call it… 
homogenous, I don’t know. Right, too many chain stores which is not so much here.  Park 
Slope has done a pretty good job of avoiding… there’s a Barnes and Nobles and there’s a 
Starbucks but otherwise it’s pretty much…  Especially on Fifth Avenue, it reminds me a little 
bit more of the village when I was younger, not exactly but a little bit more.  It has small 
                                                
118	  Actually	  Jeff	  used	  to	  be	  one	  of	  my	  sparring	  partner	  at	  the	  Karate	  dojo	  in	  South	  Fifth	  Avenue,	  and	  
this	  connection	  was	  useful	  to	  being	  accepted	  in	  their	  house	  for	  the	  interview.	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boutiques and people who are local.  So I think that we were attracted to this neighborhood 
partially because it was a little bit unformed.  I guess that also has to do with the kind of 
people that are attracted by the unformed nature of it. (Karin) 
Going more in-depth, what underlies the motives of this young, artistic and 
well educated couple to move into Brooklyn - and then to buy a house in 
South Park Slope (aka the transition zone as we see in Chapter 6) - seems to be 
a general attraction toward the unformed neighborhood characteristic, a sort of 
not yet shaped status, the one I was tracing in the previous Chapter as threshold, 
a loose mix. Diversity and aesthetic appeal, however, are the dominant factors 
in the decision making process. Interestingly, those have not been changing 
throughout the different waves of gentrifiers who came to inhabit Park Slope 
in the last 40 years.  
I do like the diversity.  This part of the neighborhood has… it’s got some young professionals.  
It’s got this sort of base.  It’s got a Greek and Polish base.  There’s a Greek church on 17th 
Street and it’s got a big Islamic population because Al-Noor is very close, on 4th Avenue and 
20th.  So there’s a Muslim school, there’s a Halal butcher down on Antonio street and that’s 
cool.  I like having backups.  Yeah, exactly.  I like the diversity.  I like the mixed nature of the 
place.  It wouldn’t make sense for somebody to be in New York City and not see somebody 
who wasn’t your own skin color. (Jeff) 
In addition, the building in which their apartment is situated used to be a 
school, which was reconverted in 2005. It was definitely cheaper than it would 
have been if it was in the main part of Park Slope for an apartment of that size. 
It is a three bedroom, living room plus kitchen, about 1,200 square feet. They 
paid 715,000 dollars in 2007, but the previous owner paid something closer to 
575,000 dollars in 2005, as they stated. They put about $200,000 up front, 
thanks to the profit made by Jeff who sold the place he owned in Manhattan 
and a small inheritance received from Karin’s grandfather. They also had to 
sign a 30-year mortgage but, as they said, “certainly the way the American tax 
system works that helps a lot. Because they got a lot of tax rebates for the 
mortgage they pay. If you had to calculate about what this cost them at the 
end of the day, even though they pay $2,300 a month for the mortgage, if you 
discount the tax benefits from that they probably pay $1,600 net”. More 
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importantly, they chose to buy that apartment in reason of its peculiar 
building, in which aesthetic played an “intense” role: 
Karin: Especially about this particular point. I think I was kind of intense about aesthetic 
matters. Yeah, I find them very sort of cold. Often they are noisy, because they are not as well 
built. So we were basically open to brownstones and older buildings. But this sort of had a 
nice mix of being kind of new because it had just been turned into condos within a couple of 
years. But also an old building. Is very substantial. 
Jeff: This building will outlive all of us easily. It’s already been here 110 years. Very solid, 
very solid. 
The search for a nice living environment is not anything new, I would say, in 
the whole history of humanity. However, as we discussed at the beginning of 
this section, the aesthetic appreciation of elegant building exteriors coupled 
with luxury renovation of dwelling interiors operate for gentrifiers as a visible 
marker of social status. Indeed, it also contributes to define which part of the 
neighborhood is more “cooler” than the others, housing values, rental levels 
and also informal sharing opportunities. This is the case of Cosmo’s 
apartment, for instance.  He is a single young professional, owner of a huge 
three bedroom apartment in a townhouse in central Park Slope, who had a 
tenant with two boys and the grandfather too, who got married to a woman 
with two girls, and had to leave. From that point Cosmo decided to rent the 
space out as a sublet/share - a month at a time. This is very common in New 
York City and Park Slope does not make any exception. However, here again 
we can read how Cosmo advertised on Facebook and the Craigslist website 
the two bedrooms for rent, and the narrative he applied to the interior details 
of the whole place: 
French doors, wrought iron fence. 
Front of carriage house (duh) with flowering pear tree in bloom. 
Living Room. Sunny southern exposure - French windows. Oak floors. 
Wood burning fireplace. 
Kitchen: stove, microwave, sink, dishwasher, island. 
Second full private bath with shower. Skylight above.  
View of skylight and spiral stair from bedroom 1. 
Entering bedroom 2, which has 2 large skylights. 
Spiral from bedroom 2 leads up to the roof deck - skylight pops up for access. 
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Bed in bedroom 2, there's a large skylight above the bed. 
Spiral stair - looking down from roof deck. 
Roof deck - spiral stair skylight, bedroom skylight. 
Spring planting done on the roof deck, the Irises pop first.  
Looking north119. 
Having a nice interior design layout is something that can really help finding 
roommates with whom one can share living expenses and housing costs as 
well. As we saw from my direct experiences described at the beginning of this 
paragraph, a well-shaped apartment might result in a great opportunity to 
share the rent, sometimes putting the last-comers in a disadvantaged 
(economically speaking) position. It truly depends on the kind of sharing and 
the relationships built between the “roommates”.  
Typically they are unrelated to each other120 - in that they generally not even 
come from different families but are complete strangers – although they may 
be composed of some siblings or couples, and sometimes of members of the 
same peer group. For example, university students who have relocated to a 
new area to commence a course of study or a job often need to form a share 
house, like in the next experience of Adrielle. Room sharing often occurs in 
the 18-35 age bracket - during a life stage between leaving home and having 
children, as Tim and Leilah are going to explain. Finally, share house residents 
may have pre-existing friendships before making the decision to live together, 
as in the case of Judy and Nicole. 
Tim and Leilah, for instance, were a young married couple in their early 
thirties formed by two university assistances who experienced a very long 
distance relationship. Leilah is Indian and born in Bombay and met Tim 
during an exchange program in Hamburg, Germany, where he is from. She 
                                                
119	  Source:	  Craigslist	  and	  Facebook	  ad	  of	  Cosmo’s	  rooms	  for	  rent,	  accessed	  on	  April	  2011	  (see	  some	  
photographs	  of	  the	  apartment	  in	  the	  visual	  essay	  at	  the	  end	  of	  Chapter	  7).	  
120	  It	  happened	  to	  me,	  as	  I	  described	  at	  the	  beginning	  of	  the	  Chapter.	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has lived in New York since 2003, when she came for graduate school at 
NYU121, and then she continued on for a PhD at the New School.   
I came back to New York, and we were long distance for seven years. So yeah, so I've lived 
in… and then in this apartment since 2004.  It's been quite a long time. So when I moved in, 
there was a woman living here who had lived here with her girlfriend, and then they broke up, 
and then she wanted to split the rent, so she had me in the smaller bedroom.  So she sublet the 
smaller bedroom, and then in 2007, she and her new girlfriend moved.  They bought an 
apartment on Third Avenue and Eighth Street.  So then I took over the lease, and I was lucky 
because I could take the rent stable as lease because she had been paying for so long, so she 
came here in the '90s. So that's the only reason we could afford it. (Leilah, 32, moved in the 
neighborhood in 2004, University Researcher/Assistant, interviewed in February 2012). 
They live in a two bedroom apartment with a decent kitchen and a big living 
room; the master room is also big, and then there is another small room, 
where Leilah use to live with the former leaser from 2004 to 2007. 
I paid $850 for my small room, which was partially furnished, I would say.  It had a bed, but 
nothing else. I found out later that the full rent at that time was $1,500, so I was paying more 
than her, actually.  Even though… and she had the big room, which is…whatever, fine.  I 
didn't ask, so… And it was at that time kind of a sublet very much, it was her apartment, and 
then I had a room.  I could share the kitchen and things, but everything was hers, and she was 
40 at the time.  So it was like.. I wasn't… I couldn't put things or put pictures.  I didn't feel 
like I could anyway.  It was… we got along really, really well, and she had a dog and I love 
dogs, so it was great for me, but yeah. (Leilah) 
This also can give a preliminary idea of what will be discussed later, talking 
about semi-public spaces and the use of café and stores as a place where 
young people in Park Slope work on their laptops, congregate, and socialize, 
shifting there the home-space they do not have or not feel they have. 
Tim moved to the United States in 2007, when they married, and he got a 
green card. So in 2007 they took all the lease, which at that time was about 
1,600 dollars. The apartment is rent stabilized, however the rent goes up every 
year and now it is almost 1,900 dollars.  
Leilah:  when Katie left and bought her own place, I stayed in the small room, and I got a 
roommate for the big room. And then we got married, and then … we took the big room, and 
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then we got a roommate for the small room.  We had a roommate for that room for… two 
roommates, each two years each.  So there was a woman, and then after two years, she left for 
her own place, and then there was a man who left last Thursday. 
Lidia:  How was the agreement?  How much did you ask for the small room? 
Le.:  Megan had $1,100 for the small room. 
Tim:  For the small room, and then she left, and that was right when the whole crisis thing 
happened, and so we tried to sublet it out, and we couldn't get a renter for that, and so then 
the next one… 
Le.: We dropped the price a little bit. 
T.:  And that was two years ago, almost exactly two years ago.  Then in the end we rented it 
out for $990. 
Li.:  Okay, so around $1,000. 
Le.:  Yeah, it was always around $1,000. 
T.:  But it was quite interesting because usually we had no problem.  We had people lining up 
for that room.  Then it got a little more difficult. 
Li.:  And now? Are you looking for a new one? 
Le.:  No. 
T.:  No. 
Le.:  We're just going to stay us. 
Li:  Wow!  This is a new… 
Le.:  Yeah, that's why we bought all this new stuff.  A few reasons.  One of them is that I 
really would like… we're having it as an office, guest room, and then we're planning to start 
a family sometime soon, so there's no point in having somebody there, and then kicking them 
out. 
As I was introducing at the beginning of this sharing description, in the life-
stage of thirty-something years old, when a couple start thinking about setting 
up a family there is “no point” to even think about a form of co-habitation, but 
it seems that there is just the need to stay “us,” as a family. 
They also told me that there are three different kinds of rental agreements in 
the building: rent-controlled, stabilized, and open market. One of their 
neighbors, for instance, is an old lady who has been living there since the 
1950s, and so she has a rent-controlled contract and is actually paying less 
than 500 dollars a month. Of course, as soon as someone leaves the lease the 
landlord will probably decide to make the rent open. However their real big 
worry is that one day the property owner would decide to co-op the entire 
building122, as happened in the two side buildings and “that's how they got a 
                                                
122	  See	  the	  discussion	  on	  co-­‐ops	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  Park	  Slope	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  Chapter	  4	  by	  Chris.	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lot of people out” – Tim stated. Indeed, they refer about the awful conditions 
in which some of the apartments are; like their bathroom, which seems just 
falling apart, or the floors, which are literally sloping.  Certainly, in a 
temporary situation one can resist, but basically all their long-term (rent-
stabilized or controlled) neighbors have been dealing every day with these 
kinds of problems. The building has four floors and twelve units in total, plus 
a basement dentist office. It just got sold in November for $4.5 million.  
However, despite the fact that it is very well located on the uphill part of the 
neighborhood – on Eight Avenue at Seventh Street – it seems very old and not 
really in good shape123. 
Tim: But this is like... I mean this is a pretty old building, and I think they just didn't do 
anything in it.  Like you have to see the apartment upstairs, and it really looks like going on a 
time travel.  And the landlord says, "She's rent-controlled."  He doesn't repair anything.  
Leilah:  He doesn't do anything for her.  It's awful.  It's awful.  Even the last landlord.  This 
new one, I don't know about, but her ceiling was leaking from the roof.  They don't come and 
fix it.  They take forever to fix it, and she says that he says, “Oh, if you call city whatever 
board, then I'll call the realtor and go co-op.”  He keeps threatening.  They threaten each other 
back and forth, and back and forth, and back forth. 
T.:  Now with our new landlord, I heard that because he… the ones that are not stabilized or 
controlled, they just got their new leases, and they said that they rent it up really high, like on 
some they said even like 100 percent or something.  I don't know how that can be true, but… 
Le.:  And also, do you want to have that kind of antagonism relationship with somebody who 
basically owns where you live?  I mean… 
T.:  But we always, to a certain degree, like I remember in the beginning, I felt like... well, 
when we were subletting it was actually different because it was like, okay, we're subletting, 
we are not really here, but once we had the apartment, I always felt like, "Wow, we really 
tricked the system."  Like this is like way too... this area is kind of like out of our league, but 
we found the one apartment that we can actually afford. 
This reflection raises the question about the bad conditions of some of the 
housing stock in Park Slope, and more specifically I am talking about the 
apartments for rent which falls into the “controlled” system. They usually are 
located in poorly maintained buildings, which have lots of structural 
problems with the floors or the heating system for instance. We have already 
discussed the way by which Alice and Simon proudly reshaped their loft 
                                                
123	  The	  price	  by	  which	  the	  building	  got	  sold	  sounds	  very	  low	  for	  that	  area,	  probably	  exactly	  because	  of	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  bad	  condition	  of	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  whole	  building.	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dwelling in a warehouse, where the landlord is so absent that every winter 
they have to protect themselves from the cold by affixing a clear plastic on 
their big factory kind of windows they have (see some photographs of their 
house in the visual essay). The same situation is experienced by Mark and 
Luisa, who we met in Chapter 6, who live in a rent-controlled apartment on 
the park block of Fifteenth Street. Reported below, here are some pictures 
taken one time I was visiting them during on of our usual Sunday bagel-
brunches. They did not have any form of structural maintenance for years and 
years in their apartment and they, frankly, admitted that they do not want to 
“create problems” with the landlords. (See Figure 52). They feel they do not 
have rights to live in a decent house just for the fact they are already so 
fortunate to afford a rent in Park Slope. The photographs show some work 
they finally got “for free” because of some problems with the gas pipeline in 
the kitchen; however, what kind of work is the landlord doing on their floor 
and their kitchen walls? Which kind of materials are they using to fix the gas 
up? Poor, very poor or improper materials, this is the answer. Indeed, this is a 
very important “picture” to take into account when we look at the statistics 
which show “a certain social mix” or the “average household income” that 
instead reflect such a variety of ways of living and different socio-economic 
conditions which spread from the millionaires' historical brownstones to 
primitive dwellings124. 
                                                
124	  Like	  an	  illegal	  one	  I	  saw	  in	  in	  a	  building	  basement	  during	  one	  of	  my	  “hunting	  room”	  excursion.	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Figure 52,  Landlord’s renovation in the kitchen of Mark and Luisa. 
 
In the case of Adrielle125, for instance, she was able to get her share for less 
than 600 dollars a month because of the fact that the apartment was in a kind 
of a raw state when they “discovered” it with her roommates.  
I got lucky with this place.  When we found our apartment we had responded to a Craig's List 
ad and the apartment that was originally on the Craigslist ad had been already rented.  So in 
the kind of New York fashion, we said do you have anything else that we can see that's for 
four people?  When we found this current apartment, it had no floors in the kitchen, all of the 
appliances were sitting in other bedrooms, there was a giant pile of wood in the middle of the 
floor and it was just – the peoples’ stuff was still here.  I mean, so really for us, it was kind of 
                                                
125	   She	   recently	   graduated	   at	   the	   Pratt	   Institute	   School	   of	   Architecture,	   located	   in	   the	   Brooklyn’s	  
neighborhood	  of	  Fort	  Greene.	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having to take a step back and say look, how are the bones of this building?  When we moved 
in in May of 2010, the place was immaculate.  They already put it together. But no one else 
had been interested in the property because of this destroyed look but we saw the potential in 
something like this. We paid $2700 for four people, and $2800 now.  After a year, they raised 
it $100.  And it's evenly distributed amongst our roommates. (Adrielle, 25, Celeste and 
Antonio’s granddaughter, moved in the neighborhood in 2010, Architect, interviewed in 
February 2012). 
Interestingly, the high-priced Park Slope’s real estate is so well-known that 
everyone who can get an affordable rental share applies the narrative of being 
fortunate or able to trick the system. However, the fixing or the renovation of 
apartments in bad conditions (by the landlords or the renters themselves) is 
an essential part of any process of gentrification, which is lastly happening in 
southern areas of Park Slope. 
Moreover, Adrielle moved in South Slope in 2010 together with three of her 
College roommate girlfriends. She told me that they literally sat down and 
looked at places thinking where a group of women would feel the most 
comfortable, especially walking around at night, conscious of the fact that the 
price one pays for rent is also related to the neighborhood safety.  
My original thought moving here was to kind of move away from where I was currently 
living, which was in Ft. Greene, because it was in my mind an area, kind of a college area, and 
this area's more, in my mind adult.  It's a place where you could start building who you are 
as a person outside of your college education.  This is also an extremely safe neighborhood.  I 
have the luxury of living within a block of the park, a block of shops, purveyors of food, things 
like that, as well as proximity to nightlife.  And it's generally off of a very good, F and G or 
easy lines to access the rest of the city.  And another big part for me was living close to family.  
I live within six blocks of where my mother grew up and where my grandparents still live.  So 
there's that kind of returning to a place I know to start kind of my own life.  So that's kind of 
why I chose this area.  And it took a… I live with three other women so it was kind of a joint 
decision.  “Where do we want to live?  What kind of area do we feel the most comfortable?” 
(Adrielle) 
We can argue that the opportunities to share an apartment with her 
girlfriends, together with some neighborhood characteristics like safety, good 
access to food, public transportation, and recreation areas (both green areas 
like Prospect Park and the nightlife ones), plus the spatial proximity to her 
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relatives shaped Adrielle’s decision to choose Park Slope as her “destination 
neighborhood” (Zukin 2010). Indeed, share house residents who have pre-
existing friendships might make the decision to live together, in the life stage 
of their thirties as a step toward their adult life, as Adrielle introduced and 
Judy and Nicole will confirm as well.  
Judy: Previous to living with Nicole I lived in the Lower East Side, then I lived in East 
Village for about a year, year-and-a-half with Nicole.  And the two of us, as you know, moved 
here to Park Slope in the summer of 2010.  We moved here because we felt that the rent price 
we were paying, we didn’t have a quality space.  We were paying a lot of money for the 
neighborhood, and at a certain point that wasn’t what we wanted.  We wanted a nicer home 
and we decided to look at places in Brooklyn. 
Nicole: It [the place in East Village] was nice but it felt very much like a college dorm, very 
small.  The bedrooms were very small.  Really… your bedroom barely had a window, it looked 
down onto an air shaft.  The way that the apartment was set up, the kitchen was very tiny and 
kind of off to one side.  I mean, it had not been renovated in a long time.  The bathroom sink 
actually fell off the wall.  It just was not… it was a nice place to live, it was fun right out of 
college, but then at a certain point you think, “I’m not living like an adult.” (Judy and Nicole, 
both 30 years old and teachers, moved in the neighborhood in 2010, interviewed in March  
2012). 
Judy and Nicole clearly explained to me that their previous apartments in 
Manhattan were places to hang your hat – as they say.  They were places to 
sleep, and to go back to.  They never felt like a home and the conditions of the 
building were more in-line with younger, twenty-somethings than what they 
currently desired. Then they thought about staying in the East Village because 
it was convenient to both of their jobs at the time, but they were looking for 
two-bedroom apartments and there was nothing that was affordable to them 
that also seemed nicer than the apartment they had.   
Judy: We were willing to go, thinking more eastward, still in Manhattan but more lower East 
Side, even going up towards the river, where rent prices do drop.  Still, the quality-price 
relationship, we realized in a very short time of researching that we would need to leave 
Manhattan to be able to have what we were looking for. I think by the end of our time there we 
were paying $900 each; $900 or $1000 each. 
Nicole: Between 27… and $3000 for a three-bedroom. 
J.: Now we pay $2400.  So, we actually are paying more now than we were paying as 
individuals in our old space, but here we’re living in an apartment where, of course, we still 
have our own rooms but they are much bigger. We have 12 or 13-foot ceilings, skylights, a 
 
 
 
 
 
Manzo	  2014	   The	  University	  of	  Trento	  
288	  
working fireplace, a kitchen that could be a social space, and a layout of the apartment that we 
wanted. 
However it wasn’t just for the apartment. Judy told me that they also like 
living in a neighborhood that has many amenities, and that they would not 
ever moved to a place that did not have a grocery store or coffee shops, “we 
wouldn’t have moved to a bad neighborhood” she explicitly stated. 
These were very similar to the reasons that prompted Genevieve to move 
from the nearby neighborhood of Prospect Heights - where she lived for six 
years - to the very end of Park Slope’s Fifth Avenue, right across the entrance 
of the Sicilian bakery126. 
It was nice, yeah, it was nice. It was still affordable when I moved. Yeah very... I would say 
half, you know, Haitian, Jamaicans in my building, my building was an interesting place 
because it was just starting to be gentrified, you know... and I was, I would say not maybe 
even a third of the people were white and younger. You know… And in the six years that I 
lived there, the rent of course increased incredibly. And, every year, I would see young 
professional, younger white couples moving in every year. And by the time I left, three years 
ago, 2009... really a little bit more than half white in the building. And the black families who 
stayed in the building were people who had lived in the building for 30 years They were older 
with kids and their apartments looked old, ooold!! I had a one bedroom and my rent started in 
2003 for 1,000 dollars...Very small. (Genevieve, 50, moved in the neighborhood in 2010, 
Textile Designer, interviewed in December 2011) 
 
When she moved from Prospect Heights, Genevieve was paying almost 1,200 
dollars and that for her was too much. Genevieve moved many times to the 
U.S. from Belgium since she was a young student. She got married to an 
American guy, and then divorced, and then went back again to Europe until 
she got the green card through the lottery127. Genevieve has always been 
working as a freelance textile designer, but not having a stable job is 
somewhat to take into account when one has to pay an expensive rent. 
                                                
126	  See	  the	  last	  paragraph	  of	  Chapter	  6	  for	  a	  reference	  to	  the	  bakery.	  
127	  The	  Diversity	  Immigrant	  Visa	  program	  is	  a	  United	  States	  congressionally	  mandated	  lottery	  program	  
for	  receiving	  a	  United	  States	  Permanent	  Resident	  Card.	  It	  is	  also	  known	  as	  the	  Green	  Card	  Lottery.	  
 
 
 
 
 
Chapter	  7	   GIVE	  ME	  A	  BREAK!	  I’M	  FROM	  BROOKLYN,	  WE’RE	  NOT	  FANCY	  
289	  
You know, the woman who took my apartment is way younger than me and she has no 
problem, they increased the rent to 1,350 and she no problem. But she has a regular job. So 
you know… It depends how you work.  Me, I don’t care about, you know, making you know, 
60,000 dollars a year.  It doesn't... I need to be happy.  So I’m going to sacrifice. Absolutely.  I 
don’t want my rent to be, you know, half my salary...  And so, yeah... I moved because the 
rent was too expensive.  And also I was a little bit tired of living alone because as a freelancer 
you already work always alone! (Genevieve) 
Genevieve, in fact, share her place on Fifth Avenue with a friend, Billy, a guy 
fifteen years younger who works as a clown and a performer. The apartment 
at the very beginning was more than rough. As Genevieve stated, that was 
“the oddest apartment you’ve ever seen.”  They worked on it with the help of 
many friends for months to make it what it is now.  Here, again, we are 
talking about interior kind of renovations that were made either to reach 
healthy conditions but also an aesthetically pleasing living environment. They 
indeed got a deal with the landlord that for just 1,450 dollars rented them out 
a three bedrooms apartment in exchange of the renovations, even structural 
ones. They even took down the walls, and interestingly they took a lot of 
photographs as the place was before their works and after (some of them are 
reported on the visual essay). I thought this could be used as a proof of the 
amount of work they have done to make the apartment livable, maybe 
something that they could use for further rent raising from the landlord. 
I share my apartment with one other roommate that I was with last year.  He's a very good 
friend of mine.  He's a clown and so we have a lot of fun.  He's great.  So, he has a very little 
room in the front and then we have, both of us, a workspace where one part of it is my 
computer, my books, you know, my office, and then the other half is his office.  There's a little 
hallway that we built.  And next to it is my bedroom that we kind of built too.  And it's like a 
box.  It's totally a box.  It's ridiculous.  But it's the first time that I have a bedroom that's just 
my bedroom and actually without my workspace in it.  I always have workspace and bedroom 
together. He is also sort of a carpenter.  He works in that, so he's very good for building 
things. And I... I mean I like to do certain things too, and I love to, you know, paint and that 
kind of stuff. We... you know, it's like a team! So, we do that.  But, but the good thing with 
that apartment is that out of the kitchen window there is a roof. So it seems like we... we have 
some kind of outside space... (Genevieve) 
These kinds of “homemade renovations” realized by more or less young 
artistic and creative people are very common, especially on the south end of 
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the neighborhood where the housing stock is still to be restored. This also give 
some insights about how a neighborhood is usually represented and the 
discourses that people, entrepreneurs and local media contribute to construct. 
Here I am referring on the image of Park Slope as a highly gentrified 
neighborhood, populated by super-rich financifiers, celebrities, and crazy 
kind of parents. However, as we saw in Chapter 5, its socio-demographic 
composition (and transition) is more complex than that and it is very 
spatialized: from the first to the fourth wave of gentrification, from the north-
eastern uphill to the south-western downhill, Park Slope has a very different 
layout, acquired through the materiality of “the house” which involved 
different lives and different generations of dwellers. 
Almost at the end of my field research, actually six days before my departure 
to Italy, I was eventually able to get to know the current owner of what it was 
the former house of Malik, where his family used to have a “Section 8” 
apartment128 for rent. We have already met Malik and the story of his poor 
family displaced from their apartment on Fifteenth Street at Fifth Avenue, and 
I was very interested in understanding to whom the whole house was sold in 
the mid 2000s and that Sunday at the end of September 2012 I finally saw into 
the alleyway a forty year-something old guy painting a wall with two kids 
around him. I thought it was the owner then and I kept looking inside the 
property from the gate. He noticed me and asked if I was looking for 
something and I decided to sincerely explain that I was a friend of a former 
dweller of his place, who told me about past memories of the house and the 
block, and about people who took care of him and his poor family, and my 
                                                
128	   Section	   8	   of	   the	   Housing	   Act	   of	   1937	   (42	   U.S.C.	   §	   1437f),	   often	   simply	   known	   as	   Section	   8,	   as	  
repeatedly	   amended,	   authorizes	   the	   payment	   of	   rental	   housing	   assistance	   to	   private	   landlords	   on	  
behalf	  of	  approximately	  3.1	  million	  low-­‐income	  households	  in	  the	  United	  States.	  The	  U.S.	  Department	  
of	  Housing	  and	  Urban	  Development	  manages	  the	  Section	  8	  programs.	  (Source:	  www.hud.gov)	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researches and so on. Jason was very open to me and, since I had not so many 
days before my final leaving, he accepted to meet Malik right away. 
Jason’s family is composed of four people, there are two little sons and his 
wife, Kay, with whom he’s been together since 1995. 
And then... I had a friend of ours, this was in 1996 or '97 said to me “I got a friend of mine 
who's leaving an apartment in Park Slope Brooklyn.”  I was like Brooklyn, I'd been to 
Brooklyn once you know and I'd been in New York for a year now.  You know you just didn't 
– you know there's that thing.  And I still have friends who live in Manhattan now who have 
lived there as long as I have and they don't come out to Brooklyn.  They're like why would 
you, you know.  But at the time I was definitely what... where are we going?  And I came out 
and there was an apartment, it was a third floor of a brownstone with a deck out the back up 
on 5th Street between 8th Avenue and the Park.  So, really gorgeous, like it was beautiful, 
absolutely.  And the people who lived there, the Ventoras, the great grandmother who owned 
the house lived in the floor beneath us.  The grandmother lived beneath her.  The daughter of 
the... the grandmother's daughter lives upstairs with her child. They were Jewish and 
Spanish... and it was a very like... it was the combination of being Spanish and Jewish, not 
just Spanish.  It was very much in their upbringing.  So it was an interesting thing, you 
know, they were great, they were really wonderful to us.  And they had a son so they had four 
generations living in that one house.  And it was very cool. (Jason, 41, moved in the 
neighborhood in 2001, Architect, interviewed in September 2012) 
At first, Jason and Kay rented an apartment in Park Slope. It was 1996 it was a 
big one bedroom with a terrace. They started paying 900 dollars and it went to 
1,100 by the time they left there. They decided to move two years later when 
they got married, since they wanted to buy a place.   
When we first got to Park Slope you didn't go below 9th Street.  Not so much out of safety, 
there was just nothing here.  There was very... you know everything was that way.  And then 
in 2001 we bought on 7th Avenue and 13th Street we bought a 600-square-foot apartment. 
(Jason) 
So, after the rental they bought their first apartment on south Seventh 
Avenue, where - at that time - was beginning the third wave of gentrification 
in Park Slope. They bought a two bedroom apartment in a co-op for 110,000 
dollars and lived there until 2004. As for their first move, the decisions about 
the future of their family were central in respect of the housing choices.  
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And at that point we kind of said you know we knew we wanted a family, we wanted at least 
two kids and we love New York but we weren't sure if we could afford it.  Things were 
starting to get a little heated, expensive around there, like prices were definitely starting to 
climb.  And we started looking Clinton Hill, Prospect Heights.  We even went out to New 
Jersey, Midwood, that area.  And we went around looking at a lot of different places.  Oh we 
looked up in Queens, Sunnyside, beautiful place up there too. And my father gave me a really 
good piece of advice, he said where do you want to live.  I said in this neighborhood.  He said 
then don't look everywhere else.  (Jason) 
They finally found through a broker what it was the house where Malik used 
to live, and they bought it in 2004 for 680,000 dollars. They sold the previous 
co-op apartment on south Seventh Avenue for 330,000 dollars, making profits 
for almost the double of what they invested three years before. However, 
using Jason’s words, the house was a dump, and they needed to ask a 
mortgage of 540,000 dollars to pay the renovations. Malik/Jason’s house had 
five apartments and it was first built, back in 1930s, just as a single story 
structure. I was then fascinated by the memories of Jason that talked about the 
recent past of the place and the practices that people used to bring in the 
alleyway that little by little changed as the dwellers changed themselves. 
And then, at some point, when we moved in we got to know from the woman who lived here 
that this house literally became a condemned crack house.  A visitor, I had one day while I was 
pulling junk out of there, stopped by and... he looked and... “Hey how's it going?” I was like, 
and he said “Good.”  I was like “can I help you?”  He said “I don’t think I can get what I used 
to get here anymore.” And he went. (Jason) 
	  
If time reshaped the local practices of drug-addicted that used to buy crack on 
the alleyway, a big red gate with fences - placed by Jason - reached that point 
too. 
In addition, to help defrag the mortgage and living expenses of their family, 
Jason and Kay reshaped the house to obtain two one bedroom apartments to 
rent out. One is just underneath the deck all the way back at the end of the 
house. It's very little, long and skinny, as Jason explains.  And the other is on a 
portion of their ground floor and it shares the main entrance. They are 
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currently renting them for 1,350 and 1,100 dollars, usually to freelancers that 
have never stayed for more than two years. Interestingly, Jason told me 
something about the jobs that their usual tenants do; this was another 
important source of information, which confirm the influx of professionals in 
the rental/temporary housing sector, in south Park Slope too. 
Jason: So since 2004, that apartments has had three people in it.  So you know... it's like they 
don't want to be living there the rest of their lives like, yeah, it's a good apartment to get 
started in and then, you know, then usually they... one moved to England and one moved to 
France.  And then the people in this apartment down here has only moved two times.  This 
about the third time.  There was a guy who was from Venezuela and he met a girl from 
Colombia and they got married, moved to Boston and just had twins.   
Lidia: And which kind of... you were saying that one was a writer, which kind of jobs they 
had? 
J.: Right.  So the first one that moved in was a... she ran a couple of different jobs and she was 
a writer.  The person who moved in after her was a travel writer.  And the person who lives 
there now does... works for a bank in their credit card fraud department.   
In the same exact building, Malik - with his mother and other four siblings – 
was living in a two bedroom apartment, but the scenario of course was very 
different from the peaceful and clean environment actually experience by 
Jason and his family. 
We were on welfare so definitely had the food stamps and we didn’t make that much money 
(…) The apartment  I think it was more like a Section 8 house, because again we were on 
welfare.  My mom barely – she didn’t really have a job all the time, you know… she worked 
for Avon, not Avon, Mary Kay.  Again, growing up with my brothers, they did drugs, I mean 
mostly weed.  One of my other brothers, he actually sold weed. Weed.  Marijuana. So one of 
my brothers was in a gang, one of my other brothers... But our house, our apartment building, 
above use is where he would sell the marijuana and stuff like that.  In another way, I got to 
know people…You know, the funny things is, my mom never told… I mean she told me one 
time not to tell people, because my mom smoked it as well, but she stopped, she’s not doing it 
now.  My mom never told me, to be like cautious and not tell people what she was doing or 
whatever.  She probably told me one time, and that was it. But I knew not to say anything to 
anybody really.  It’s kind of weird how that happened.  Yeah, so like growing up with them, I 
don’t want to like deal with this stuff.  I don’t want to be in a gang, I don’t want to smoke 
weed or whatever because I see how it made them.  All my brothers went to jail.  All of them 
went to jail at one point in time.  You know? So I was like, “woah, I’m not doing that.”  
(Malik) 
In the next Chapter I will explain more in depth the story of Malik on his 
Fifteenth Street block and the role played in his life by some of the well-
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educated liberal neighbors. As we can imagine from his memories, south Fifth 
Avenue even just fifteen years ago was a very different place, populated by 
drug dealers, families on welfare, juvenile gangs or just Latino workers with 
their big families. One of the things Malik loved about growing up on 
Fifteenth Street - where Alice and Simon live - were the block parties. Those 
were great events for him because everybody came outside, all the kids were 
outside and his house was just in the middle of the block. Below here I report 
some other empirical evidences provided by Malik’s interview and by some 
photographs of him, his brother and his friends on the block at the beginning 
of 2000s (Figure 53). 
So my building was the only building that did that on 15th St. Right across the street from me 
was some Jewish people.  So they had two kids.  And they were really cool because they stilts.  
They had these stilts and the father, he was an artist too.  He actually, he’s a teacher at 
Community.  I didn’t know that until later on, until high school.  He’s a teacher at 
Community, he’s an artist, and he was a really cool guy.  He was a really great guy. When we 
had out block parties and stuff like that, he would come out with the stilts on and he would 
walk around in them.  Like down the block… my brother would actually d.j. So we would 
actually d.j. for everybody.   He always brought out the good music.  And the kids would bike 
around and stuff like that.  It was just amazing because everybody was outside, later on that 
night, everybody would crowd around and we could dance and stuff like that.  Everybody was 
outside.  So we had Jewish people, we had Hispanics, everybody.  It was lovely.  There was no 
fights.  No quarrels.  Everybody knew each other and everybody really just got to hang out. 
Just speaking of that, another memory I had, I think it was in two… not two thousand, 1998 
or so.  We had the big blizzard.  It was so high that we actually… the guy across the street 
from me, the Jewish people, they had made tunnels and they had made a slide, and they had 
made like this big snow globe or whatever.  It was funny. It was great.  It was cool because all 
the kids got to go outside again.  For me it was amazing because there was so many kids 
around.  So many people around.   You can’t really be bored. You can’t really be bored at all. 
(Malik) 
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Figure 53, On the top, Malik and his brother in their house at the beginning of the 
2000s; on the center and the bottom, some friends down the block across the street 
from Alice and Simon’s warehouse apartment building.  
Photographs kindly given to the author 
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From these memories we can really argue how the urban culture, I would say 
the street culture in south Slope at the beginning of the 2000s was still so 
different from central-northern neighborhood areas, already heavily into the 
process of gentrification. As lastly Malik points out, Fifth Avenue was more 
lower class, or better: 
I mean, I would say, for me it wasn't Union Street and Fifteenth Street.  It was actually more 
Fifth Ave and Seventh Ave, especially the difference between east and west.  It was like… 
okay, I can definitely see more of the rich people up there.  That was like the upper class, but as 
far as the south, Fifth Avenue was the lower class or whatever!  (Malik) 
Gentrification and diversity are linked in a complex manner. At the end of this 
long discussion about different ways of living and accessing to housing 
opportunities, what can be highlighted is a final reflection on displacement 
and resettlement. This can also be seen in an “expanded sense in the 
association of gentrification with whiteness” (Bridge 2013:118) as I will better 
detail in the conclusions of this work. Here the paradox is that while diversity 
(in all its forms) seems to be a necessary condition to attract waves of 
gentrifiers, the same cannot be said for the other way around. When 
gentrification intensifies and assumes the feature of Super-gentrification, as 
we discussed, it makes the neighborhood of Park Slope less diverse, instead of 
reinforcing it. 
There are a lot of things, there are a lot of things that attracted us initially.  I mean one of the 
things, I wanted to mention, was that the diversity of the neighborhood, especially racially, 
attracted us initially.  Unfortunately, over the last 12 years that we've been in our house, it's 
become a less diverse neighborhood.  There are just in the last year a couple of families on the 
block sold their houses.  One was an African American family, another was a Hispanic family.  
We're really sad to see an African American family move out.  They were really nice people.  
The Hispanic family, the guy was a very belligerent drunk most of the time so we were all 
glad to see him go.  But that was part of a trend in the neighborhood that I think those were 
families that had been there for a long time and I think they were cashing out or they had 
owned probably the houses since they were… they had probably bought them very 
inexpensively.  They had appreciated quite a bit and they were able to sell the houses and move 
somewhere else.  (Eric) 
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Both the houses mentioned by Eric were completely renovated “top to 
bottom” in 2011 - by stripping it down to the beams and renovating – and 
were sold for more than a million dollars.  How is Park Slope going to look in 
the next future? 
That’s a really good question and that's probably something I don't think about enough.  I’m 
not sure where the neighborhood’s going to go.  Unfortunately it's become wealthier and 
wealthier and the way housing prices are it's really precluding opportunity for a big chunk of 
society and I was talking with a friend the other day who's buying a new house, not here in 
Brooklyn, in the suburbs, and we were talking about our house and how I couldn’t afford to 
live here if I were working and buying my first house here.  I don’t see how I could possibly be 
making enough money to buy the house that we bought 12 years ago and I used to do pretty 
well. (Eric)   
 
This is definitely a concern of the neighborhood and so I think it would be 
important to find ways to promote affordable housing, as I will discuss in the 
conclusions of this work. One of the not-so-terrific accomplishments, for 
instance, of the Park Slope Civic Council in the past decade is that they were 
advocates for down zoning Park Slope in exchange for supporting the up 
zoning of Fourth Avenue.  In theory, the builders of the high rise buildings on 
Fourth Avenue were encouraged to incorporate a fair amount of affordable 
housing. However, almost none of that affordable housing got built because 
the landlords decided to forgo the incentives and just built as many luxury 
units they could; and the trade-off was  the neighborhood would support it if 
they capped the heights on the side streets.  So it really puts a premium on 
housing in Park Slope and does not help the diversity of the neighborhood at 
all. For these reasons I conclude this Chapter suggesting that it is important to 
understand the paradoxical role played by diversity during such a long 
process of neighborhood change and this understating should inform more in-
depth the practices of planning and social urban policies in order to avoid the 
loss of diversity in Brooklyn. (in Figure 54 a long term resident sitting on the 
main entrance of her brownstones on the South Slope boundary of Ninth 
Street). 
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Figure 54, A young woman sitting on the main entrance of her brownstones on the 
South Slope boundary of Ninth Street.  
Author’s archive. 
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Housing in Park Slope. Photo essay 
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129	  The	  cover	  photo	  was	  retrieved	  from	  the	  Park	  Slope	  Civic	  Council	  flyer	  from	  the	  annual	  housing	  tour	  
(http://parkslopeciviccouncil.org).	  All	  the	  other	  photographs	  were	  taken	  by	  the	  author.	  
BROWNSTONES 
Landlords in historic 
houses, in the Park 
block, or in South 
Slope 
Eric, Harvey and Ann, 
Tracy, Jeff and Karin, 
Cosmo 
RENTERS 
Loft in warehouse, 
sharing experiences, 
and  creative interior 
adaptations 
Alice and Simon, Tim and 
Leilah, Adrielle, Judy and 
Nicole, Bill and Genevieve 
DISPLAMENT, 
RESETTLEMENT 
Two generations of 
dwellers in the same 
house 
Malik meets Jason 
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ERIC – OWNER OF A HISTORIC BROWNSTONE ON THE GOLD COAST, 
North Slope - Prospect Park Block 
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HARVEY and ANN - BROWNSTONE LANDLORDS, South Slope - Prospect 
Park Block 
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TRACY - BROWNSTONE LANDLORD, South Slope 
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JEFF and KARIN – APARTMENT LANDLORDS IN A FORMER SCHOOL 
BUILDING, South Slope 
(Before and after the “School’s renovations”) 
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COSMO, ROOMS FOR RENT, Central Slope 
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RENTERS, EXPERIENCES OF SHARING:   a) TIM and LEILAH, North Slope 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
b) ADRIELLE, Prospect Park 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
c) JUDY and NICOLE, South Slope 
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ALICE and SIMON - RENTERS, LOFT IN WAREHOUSE, South Slope 
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CREATIVE HOUSING RENOVATIONS/ADAPTATIONS:  BILL and 
GENEVIEVE (flatmate in South Slope) and their APARTMENT BEFORE: 
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and AFTER their interior renovation: 
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DISPLACEMENT AND RESETTLEMENT DURING THE GENTRIFICATION 
PROCESS: two generations of dwellers in the same house. 
The case of MALIK, long term resident displaced during the 2000s’ (poor 
family with social security assistance) and JASON, professional, upper-class 
newcomer who recently bought and renovated the same house. 
 
The house at first, when Jason’s family arrived: 
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And after Jason’s renovation:  
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Malik meets Jason and his family (through my intercessor) in his old house: 
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7.2 Local, Organic, Authentic, Cool. The Exclusive Park Slope Lifestyle 
 
 
Objectivity shall be sought in exposition as well 
as in observation. Tell what you know, all that 
you know, and nothing but what you know. 
Marcell Mauss, Manuel d’ethnographie (1950) 
 
Streets do possess attitude. What usually community preservationists define 
as 'spirit' or the 'soul of place', here is re-interpreted both in terms of design 
attractiveness - human scaled, fine grained, mixed use, or highly walkable – 
and urban lifestyles (Jacobs 1989; Parham 2012; Zukin 1995, 1998, 2010). 
Especially during a gentrification process, we can discuss how streets, and 
neighborhoods more in general, embodied essential elements of 'coolness' – 
understanding it as a cultural category in its own right (Pountain and Robins 
2000) – showing off trendy styles and great flavors, which seems a reflection 
of the commodification of cultural production. In this light, this section 
explores the way gentrification interconnects with the development of an 
individual habitus as a spatial manifestation in which the urban lifestyle is 
crucial to the construction of a stylish individual personae. Moreover, 
attention to lifestyles means not only understanding street character and 
patterns of socio-spatial change on local consumption spaces, but also, and 
more importantly, understand  what – and who – is driving Super-
gentrification in Park Slope.  
To answer this question, I have observed and talked with store owners, 
shadowed clients, and operated a discursive analysis of the lifestyle pages of 
local media. These stylish new businesses, in fact, contrast – on the one hand – 
with the neighborhood landscape of older “mom and pop” stores for poorer 
and less mobile residents, and – on the other hand – visibly challenge the 
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culture of the neighborhood for a more affluent and mobile population 
(Bridge and Dowling 2001).  
Parallel to new capital investment in housing, the media promotes Park Slope 
also for its lifestyle image, as “the most livable neighborhood in New York 
City”. Typically New York Magazine130 depicts:  
No neighborhood is the butt of more stroller jokes or the recipient of 
more anti-gentrification scorn. But any way you slice it, Park Slope is the 
very definition of a well-rounded neighborhood. Of the dozen categories 
we tallied, it falls just slightly below average in two: affordability (the 
average two-bedroom rental is $2,275) and diversity. In all other areas, 
it’s somewhere between above grade and superlative. It’s blessed with 
excellent public schools, low crime, vast stretches of green space, scores 
of restaurants and bars, a diverse retail sector, and a population of more 
artists and creatives than even its reputation for comfortable 
bohemianism might suggest (more, in fact, than younger, trendier 
Williamsburg).  
As Zukin points out in her study of Williamsburg and Harlem in New York 
City, this sort of coverage creates a discursive space that draws curious 
consumers and prospective residents, “men and women who are willing to 
overlook continued gaps in public and private services in favor of the image – 
and to some degree the reality – of a desired lifestyle” (2009:53). Eventually, 
since many gentrifiers in Park Slope work in such new gourmet food stores 
and art/design galleries or in the advertising and magazine industries, they 
are themselves prime exponents in the production of discourses and trends of 
cultured consumption. They are what French sociologist Pierre Bourdieu 
(1984) referred to as cultural intermediaries. 
As we discussed at the end of Chapter Four, with beautiful houses, the park 
and its many playgrounds, a myriad of amenities and several good schools in 
the area, Park Slope has become one of New York City’s most popular places 
to raise a family. However, it is also a major destination for eating and 
                                                
130	   “The	   Most	   Livable	   Neighborhoods	   in	   New	   York.	   A	   quantitative	   index	   of	   the	   50	   most	   satisfying	  
places	  to	  live”,	  article	  by	  Nate	  Silver	  published	  on	  the	  New	  York	  Magazine	  on	  April	  11,	  2010	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drinking in Brooklyn: Fifth and Seventh Avenues are full of bars, cafés, and 
restaurants, ranging from diners to sushi bars. Talking about upscale 
restaurants which can appeal to the Super (last) waves of gentrifiers, 
surprisingly in Spring 2013, Fornino, which got off to an ambitious start in 
2010 on Fifth Avenue, closed its doors.  
Nothing too unusual, right? Businesses come and go here in the Slope. 
It’s not always pleasant, but it’s been the cruel reality of the circle of life 
on commercial strips like Fifth and Seventh Avenues. Aside from the 
obvious horrors of Happy Meals or unlimited soup, salad, and 
breadstick lunches, the rumor seemed to be the harbinger of something 
much more depressing—that it’s only going to get harder for local 
business owners to compete with corporate bohemoths. While the 
Fornino space never did end up falling into the hands of the Darden 
Restaurant dynasty, we were left wondering what it takes for the little 
guy to hack it in a neighborhood with such fierce competition and ever-
rising rents131. 
Here my attention was stricken by The Walk-in Cookbook, in the northern part 
of Seventh Avenue. This “restaurant” is designed to make dinner more 
streamlined, and healthy. It works like this: walk in, pick out a meal, and then 
fill your basket with the pre-portioned ingredients listed on the recipe card. 
All the meals are designed to take no more than thirty minutes to prepare, and 
you won’t be stuck with leftover ingredients doomed to camp out in your 
cabinet until the lease is up (Figure 55). The store features eighteen recipes at a 
time, including appetizers and mains (desserts are forthcoming), and also 
caters to customers who are gluten-free and vegetarian. While the concept of 
The Walk-in Cookbook came easily from Nuytemans and Molinari, the two 
young owners - respectively a former Nestle consultant and a banker in 
London – it took a measured, strategic approach when it came to putting 
things into practice. When scouting locations, the duo spent many a frigid 
afternoon sitting on the sidewalk counting pedestrians and collecting data. 
“At first people told us it wouldn’t work; we would have to change the way 
                                                
131	  Source:	  “How	  to	  make	   it	   In	  Park	  Slope”,	  article	  by	  Nancy	  Lippincott	  published	  on	  The	  Park	  Slope	  
Reader,	  issue	  46,	  Fall	  2013.	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people thought about grocery shopping,” confesses Molinari. But as 
Nuytemans observes, “People in Brooklyn are the most receptive to 
innovation.”132 
Figure 55, The Walk-in Cookbook restaurant, in the northern part of Seventh Avenue. 
Indeed, thinking about the practice of shopping local, there is really no better 
way to represent a Brooklyn neighborhood than giving a picture of its food. 
Artisanal, organic, regional, small-batch, off-beat, Park Slope can be 
legitimately the headquarters of the Brooklyn foodie movement. Aside from 
the decennial effect of having a food institution like the Coop133, Park Slope 
houses a great amount of specialty food purveyors. There is BKLYN Larder on 
Flatbush Avenue, perhaps best known for its excellent cheese selection and 
delicious sandwiches, or Brooklyn Brine on President Street, whom pickles are 
one of the most common goods on the scene when it comes to markets and 
stores showcasing Brooklyn’s locally-crafted treats, and also Blue Apron Foods, 
                                                
132	  Ibid.	  
133	  We	  will	  discuss	  the	  community	  importance	  of	  the	  Park	  Slope	  Food	  Coop	  in	  the	  next	  Chapter.	  
 
 
 
 
 
Manzo	  2014	   The	  University	  of	  Trento	  
316	  
one of the most beloved stores in Union Street that is full of well-known and 
undiscovered treats alike.  
Park Slopers’ food passion is also highly visible by looking at whom usually 
shop at two weekly farmer’s market appointments: Saturday in Grand Army 
Plaza and Sunday on central Fifth Avenue. At such little outdoor shopping 
excursions, gentrifiers (as depicted in Chapter 5) can get a great cross-section 
of locally-grown and produced food - selling cheese, dairy, vegetables and 
herbs, meat, honey, baked goods, pickles, flowers and plants - for fair prices, 
bringing with them without worries their bicycles, baby strollers, dogs, or all 
of them together.  
However, substantial points of congregation seems to be the bars and cafés 
spread all over the neighborhood. One of the most famous for having the 
reputation of highly frequented by young yuppies and creative is Tea Lounge, 
a huge bar on Union Street exactly in front of the Coop. It is a five-thousand-
square-foot room filled with vintage – and sometimes dirty - furniture, 
populated by self-employed hipsters, grad students, nursing mothers, and an 
assortment of nannies of different ethnicities that seem to barely tolerate one 
another. This place is open from early in the morning to late at night, and this 
is why its clients can be very different at different times of the day. First, in the 
morning you would see the commuters coming in and getting their coffee 
before the work. Then around 9:00 or 10:00 it would turn into the mothers and 
the babies. Then around 11:00, 12:00, 1:00 it would be people on their laptops, 
a self-employed web designer in her or his 20s, for instance, during the day. 
Then after 3:00 p.m., when the children are done with school, you might see 
older kids doing their homework, teenagers, and parents.  And then around 
4:00 or 5:00,  the happy hour, and mothers start to go. The alcohol is the 
turning point of the day, because they don’t start serving alcohol until 4:00 or 
5:00, so then the people are coming for the beer and wine. Then from 8:00 to 
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midnight it is a combination of the laptop crowd and singles dating. As the 
Park Slope novelist I have already introduced in Chapter Four detailed 
explains, 
That was what was wrong with Park Slope: People’s asses were always 
in your face. She had been inoculated from other people’s hairy asses 
when she lived in SoHo, but in the Slope, there was no escaping them. In 
the Tea Lounge, the women nursed with their tits hanging out in the 
open. The singles wore shirts too short, bellies out, bra straps protruding 
from tank tops deliberately. Mothers changes their babies’ diapers on the 
benches at Connecticut Muffin, the same benches where you sat to drink 
your coffee. Male joggers wore netted tops that revealed their chest hair 
and nipples. Who wanted to see all this?134 
A more welcoming atmosphere can be breathed at s’Nice, another bar (a vegan 
one) on central Fifth Avenue, where I usually spent my winter days at the 
very beginning of my field research. It was exactly on the same block where 
my first room was located. Indeed, it is a place not just for Park Slope 
neighbors who do not eat meat, but for anyone looking for a healthy, hearty 
meal, and you can usually feel free to work on your computer and linger a 
while. It was, in fact, during the period in which I was living with a very 
problematic flatmate and this café represented a sort of peaceful island135 for 
that two months in the winter of 2011. However, young clients started 
complaining from their “stretched piccolo latte” into their fashionable waxed 
moustache because a group of kids were making noise.  Please note that s’Nice 
became populated by young professionals as well as congregations of young 
parents with their children and, especially in the good seasons, they were all 
enjoying the café backyard, as we can see in Figure 56. 
                                                
134	  Source:	  Amy	  Sohn	  (2009:191),	  Prospect	  Park	  West:	  A	  Novel,	  New	  York:	  Simon	  &	  Schuster.	  
135	  At	  s’Nice	  I	  also	  met	  Gregory	  right	  after	  the	  first	  two	  weeks	  in	  the	  field,	  in	  February	  2011.	  He	  then	  
became	  my	   neighborhood	   gatekeeper	   and,	   of	   course,	   one	   of	  my	   point	   of	   reference	   for	   the	   entire	  
research.	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Figure 56, Parents sitting on the yard space of s’Nice bar. 
Author’s archive, 2013. 
 
Effectively, dining habits are important for everybody, even for the New York 
City Mayor-elect Bill de Blasio, now that he and his family are moving into 
Gracie Mansion136. In the statement announcing their decision to move, the de 
Blasios emphasized that they would return to Brooklyn as often as possible to 
visit places like Bar Toto (Figure 57), a casual Italian restaurant on the corner of 
Sixth Avenue and Eleventh Street — half a block from where a police car now 
lingers in front of the de Blasio rowhouse. Bar Toto has been a staple of the 
family’s life since it opened 12 years ago. Mr. de Blasio praised the warm 
atmosphere and the food, particularly the rigatoni with roasted eggplant and 
smoked mozzarella, but he also goes there for business meetings, and listens 
                                                
136	  Gracie	  Mansion	  is	  the	  official	  residence	  of	  the	  Mayor	  of	  the	  City	  of	  New	  York,	  located	  in	  Carl	  Schurz	  
Park,	  at	  East	  End	  Avenue	  and	  88th	  Street	  in	  the	  Yorkville	  neighborhood	  of	  Manhattan.	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patiently to other regulars who bend his ear about issues in the 
neighborhood137. What Bar Toto may lack in culinary distinction, it makes up 
for in friendliness and, as we saw, its distinctive clients. 
Figure 57, Mayor-elect Bill de Blasio with his wife, Chirlane McCray, at lunch at Bar 
Toto in Park Slope, Brooklyn138.  
Thinking about distinction, upscale fashion and design stores are another 
common ground of Park Slope’s Fifth and Seventh Boulevards. If once upon a 
time the most fashionable New Yorkers dwelled somewhere south of 
Fourteenth Street and north of Canal, shopping for designer threads in SoHo 
and Bohemian vintage in the East Village, now the competition for some of 
the most innovative designers and entrepreneurs is all in Brooklyn. 
Neighborhoods like Williamsburg, Greenpoint, Park Slope, and even 
Gowanus offer an electrifying array of high-end boutiques, affordable vintage 
                                                
137	  Source:	  “A	  New	  Mayor	  Likes	  the	  Red	  Sauce	  Simple”	  article	  by	  Kate	  Taylor,	  published	  on	  The	  New	  
York	  Times	  on	  December	  25,	  2013.	  
138	  Ibid.	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shops, unique jewelry and home goods stores, and even the bridal shop of an 
unconventional Brooklyn girl’s dreams. Central Fifth Avenue in Park Slope 
houses, for instance, Cog & Pearl and Diana Kane, two of the most famous 
jewelry designers and boutiques of the neighborhood, opened in 2002. 
Handmade perfumes, beautiful candles, and sustainable and well-made 
women’s clothing, are mostly manufactured in the USA, and being enjoyed by 
stay-at-home mothers and upper-class professional women in their late 
thirties.  
However, if one is looking for high-quality used goods at a really good price, 
one can check out the Park Slope branch of twelve Housing Works thrift store 
locations citywide, which sell gently used clothes, household goods, books 
and other materials to raise money for services assisting New Yorkers living 
with and affected by AIDS (as we can see in the document reported in Figure 
58, which shows the receipt of my Asian side table, bought for $5!!).  Full of 
both standard thrift-shop vintage and designer goods like Ferragamo heels or 
Marc Jacobs coats, this shop holds a regular online auction for the items 
displayed in its front window. Housing Works was born in Manhattan and is 
well known for being the most upscale thrift shop; now the headquarters of 
this $50 million non-profit social enterprise are located in Brooklyn, on 
Willoughby Street in Downtown Brooklyn and (more recently) in Park Slope, 
on a prime shopping strip on Fifth Avenue, surrounded by boutiques, 
coffee shops and, on weekends, jammed restaurants serving brunch, the 
shop is convenient to not only Park Slope but also Gowanus and nearby, 
equally child-centric Carroll Gardens139. 
  
  
                                                
139	  	  Source:	  “Brooklyn's	  Most	  Upscale	  Thrift	  Shop,	  Housing	  Works,	  Raises	  Money	  for	  AIDS”,	  article	  by	  
Ellen	  Freudenheim	  published	  on	  Brooklyn-­‐About.com	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Figure 58, Housing Works thrift store receipt.  
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Another upscale trend in Park Slope urban culture seems, finally, being part 
of a yoga or a martial arts studio, which are literally growing daily all over the 
neighborhood. This gyms function as  training places to provide thoughtful, 
individualized attention, helping students develop a stronger, more flexible 
body, a calmer nervous system, a quieter mind, and a connection to their own 
true nature140. And the new waves of upper class Park Slopers seems very 
committed to the practice, as I observed them often talk about their yoga 
impressive results, such as longer, leaner muscles, increased flexibility and 
balance (Figure 59). Other reports claim that regularly practicing yoga may 
make people better equipped to deal with pain as well as improve insomnia 
and reduce stress, and finally find way into gentrifier's paranoiac heart.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 59, A scene from a yoga class in Park Slope; photo courtesy of Bodhisattva 
Yoga 
 
                                                
140	   Source:	   “Awaken	  Your	   Inner	  Yogi”	  article	  by	   Joann	   Jovinely	  published	  on	  The	  Park	  Slope	  Reader,	  
issue	  37,	  Summer	  2011.	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In addition, with the increased level of gentrified areas in the neighborhood141, 
Park Slope witnessed a parallel increase in bicycle use. As DeSena (2009) 
illustrates in her study of the everyday informal interactions among neighbors 
and residents in another gentrified Brooklyn neighborhood – Greenpoint – 
gentrifiers use bicycles far more than other groups. 
One observes gentrifiers riding all types of bicycles, in various sizes 
(some with decorative baskets), with or without helmets, moving in tow 
with vehicular traffic (...) One lifelong resident said as she crossed the 
street and was almost hit by a moving bicycle, “These bicycles, they’re so 
arrogant!” (Ibid. 38). 
The case of Greenpoint tells us a narrative of clashes between the established 
residents’ ways of life and the changes operated by gentrifiers. Indeed, riding 
a bike is something more then a mean of transportation, it’s (again) a chance 
to display the gentrifiers’ lifestyle. Here I am referring to a specific attitude, 
the same probably defined by the previous resident in Greenpoint as 
“arrogance”. In Park Slope is not a new thing have a bicycle. Everybody has a 
bicycle: kids, mothers, elderly, long term residents, restaurants for the 
delivery, and – of course – the newcomers. What is truly interesting is the line 
of differences which even allow us to “predict” to whom is that bike parked 
on the street! Doing my work slot shift at the “bike valet” committee at the 
Food Coop142, I observed, for instance, that new waves of gentrifiers prefer 
Italian road bicycles branded Bianchi, which in New York are sold at 
unbelievable expensive prices, even the older models, sold as “vintage” 
instead of “used”,  which is again another business strategy. (See some visual 
evidences reported from the bike parking at the Food Coop in Figure 60). 
Indeed, bike stores themselves are places where differences and distinctions 
are produced and reproduced, among the bicycle they sell and even the one 
                                                
141	  See	  the	  discussion	  on	  the	  spatio-­‐temporal	  configuration	  of	  different	  waves	  of	  gentrification	  in	  Park	  
Slope	  reported	  in	  Chapter	  5.	  
142	  	  Considering	  the	  high	  rate	  of	  bikers	  who	  shop	  at	  the	  Park	  Slope	  Food	  Coop,	  they	  organized	  a	  valet	  
bike	   parking	   service	   (operated	   by	   volunteer	   members)	   every	   Sunday	   afternoon	   from	   April	   to	  
November	  (with	  approximately	  35	  spaces	  at	  bike	  racks	  along	  Union	  Street).	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they “prefer” to fix. It happened to me, for instance, when I went into the bike 
shop on the corner of Ninth Street and Sixth Avenue asking for some help to 
fix my new seat on a very old bike I bought used for just $60.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 60, Bike parking  on Union Street at the Food Coop 
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My old red woman bike was really, really rusty, I have to admit, as I almost 
implored the bike shop guy to help me fix the new seat: 
Bike shop guy: mmm, I don’t have time to help you, and look, look at this bike it’s really old, 
why don’t you buy a new one? Here we have another level of bikes, see! 
Lidia: I see... they are wonderful! But I just need to fix the seat on this, I already bought a seat 
but... I’m sorry, I’m new here and I don’t have the... how do you say.. the keys? If you can just 
help me with this... I’ll pay of course! 
Guy: let’s see... well ok, it’s $10. Can you pay $10? 
Of course I paid $10 just to fix a new seat that costs me $13 on Amazon, but it 
was very depressing feeling treated like this just for having a used non-
expensive/non-branded bike. However it was not the only time and the only 
bike shop in which I felt treated like that. I perfectly remember that when I 
was almost leaving the field at the end of September 2012 I had to ask at four 
different bike stores before finding one available to help me to disassemble 
my red road bike143 to bring it with me on my flight back home144. The first 
two stores just “turned their noses to the other side”, telling me that they just 
usually pack the bikes they sell; another new one on Fifth Avenue (that I will 
introduce in a few lines) asked me the unbelievable fee of $50, but finally, just 
for a fair rate of “15 bucks” – as these professional bike mechanics like to say – 
I found the assistance I needed. They were almost 18 blocks of distance from 
my house, so left them as a final option, but I remembered before how they 
are always so helpful with their neighbors, like that time that after arrived in 
front of the Coop to perform my work slot I suddenly realized that I forgot my 
bike locker, and they kindly hosted my bike for three hours in their shop, for 
free. I am talking about Dixon's, a family owned bicycle shop that for the past 
40 years has been a Park Slope staple. Located on Union Street, right across 
                                                
143	  Interestingly,	  my	  first	  red	  (rusty)	  woman	  bike,	  was	  stolen	  in	  South	  Slope;	  effectively	  it	  should	  not	  
be	  so	  awful	  for	  everybody	  though.	  
144	  	  After	  living	  in	  Brooklyn	  for	  almost	  two	  years,	  having	  furnished	  two	  rooms,	  and	  basically	  being	  able	  
to	  sold	  almost	  everything	  before	  my	   leaving,	   I	  decided	   to	  bring	  home	  with	  me	   just	  one	  object,	  as	  a	  
form	  of	  memory	  of	  the	  days	  spend	  in	  the	  field:	  my	  red	  road	  bike.	  Probably,	  another	  unexpected	  effect	  
of	  being	  exposed	  for	  such	  a	  long	  time	  to	  a	  reservoir	  of	  gentrification	  overflow.	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the Food Coop entrance (in Figure 61), they have a friendly, helpful staff with 
no attitude, as I have experienced first-hand, as Park Slope neighbors remark: 
best most classic and well established bike shop in Brooklyn, helpful free 
maps, free air, and quality bike locks  cheap rim and tire fixes. I would 
always go here versus all the newer overpriced ones on 5th.145 
Figure 61, Union Street and its bikers at the Food Coop entrance. 
 
What I have briefly described here are certain type of stores like Bicycle shops, 
Yoga and Martial arts Studios, Vintage and Upscale Fashion, Restaurant, Cafè 
and Gourmet shops which, together with Childcare/Baby stores and Pet 
shops, which can be associated with gentrifiers and their exclusive Park Slope 
lifestyle. In the next section, in fact, I will discuss how the process of 
commercial gentrification or, in other terms, the commercial transition in a 
changing neighborhood, can be breathtaking fast, as I have observed just in 
one and a half years in the south end of Park Slope. 
7.3.1 The Retail Upscale Transition in the South End of Fifth and Seventh Avenues 
At the end of Chapter 6, I introduced the concept of displacement by 
describing the photograph of Signora Enrica, one of two old Sicilian sisters 
that used to manage an old-fashion Italian Bakery on Fifth Avenue. Yet, we 
                                                
145	  	  Yelp.com	  New	  York	  review	  for	  “Dixon's	  Bicycle	  Shop.”	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saw in the previous section the story of Malik’s family, displaced from their 
apartment for rent on Fifteenth Street at the beginning of 2000s and his 
“surprise” (a mix of pain and nostalgia) to meet the new dwellers: the family 
of two young professionals who bought and completely renovated the whole 
house. Only recently researchers and community groups are taking into 
account how commercial gentrification plays a role too into the broader 
dynamics of social inequality (Deener 2007; Zukin and Kosta 2004; Zukin et al. 
2009). As residential displacement, the disappearance of “old” local stores, 
and their replacement by upscale shops might entails social problems and 
forms of inequalities. These observations also suggest that the shift in the 
composition of retail and services is, then, part of a broad dynamic of 
commercial investment, that will enhance the lifestyle of new waves of 
gentrifiers (raising housing values and rents) while, at the same time, forcing 
out morally (by alienation) or practically (by displacement) long-term 
residents, who help produced the cultural fabric of Park Slope. 
As Patch points out in his study of Brooklyn’s Williamsburg on the role of 
women in urban change, “the changes associated with gentrification are most 
viscerally felt at the micro-level, on the sidewalks of neighborhoods” (2008: 
104). Such everyday practices, interactions, and encounters are indeed 
particularly salient in terms of daily-lived experiences of neighborhood 
change. Commercial gentrification, in fact, constitutes a primary manifestation 
of this transition: it encompasses the kinds of stores and shops which are 
opening (and closing), the commodities which are being sold, or the services 
provided, who is going to buy such goods, or just who is walking on those 
sidewalks, as well as the fliers or the advertisements posted, the music 
playing out of such places and so on. Retail or services spaces like cafés, 
restaurants, vintage or upscale clothing stores, galleries, bookstores, martial 
arts and yoga studios, or even childcare and baby shops become oriented 
towards newcomer gentrifiers’ tastes and desires, and act as zones where they 
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can regularly congregate and show off their social status or establish new 
relationships. 
Stores are important for the products they sell or the services they provide in a 
neighborhood community, of course. However, crucially in the gentrification 
process, these new stores succeed at establishing new space “where new local 
relationships occur, and provide a regular time frame to facilitate them” 
(Ibid.:116). Indeed, during a decades-long process of Super-gentrification, we 
can observe such retail transition at different stages, differently spatialized 
within the neighborhood. As we previously discussed in Chapter 5, the last 
frontier of this change is happening now at the very end of Park Slope, below 
the “boundary” of Ninth Street (See Plate VII at the end of this section). 
To examine the relationship between the process of Super-gentrification and 
the distinctive way in which Gentrifiers legitimize their practices of 
consumption, this section deals with retail change by looking at the south part 
of the main Park Slope’s commercial corridors: Fifth and Seventh Avenues146. 
The two commercial corridors count 268 stores in almost ten blocks147, and 
more specifically Fifth Avenue has 140, while Seventh has 128, open until 8  
o’clock at night, seven days a week, which creates two extraordinary 
boulevards for shopping in South Slope. At the time of my arrival in the field - 
on February 2011 - there were still abandoned stores and vacant spaces for 
                                                
146	  I	  carried	  out	  a	  foot	  census	  of	  the	  stores	  on	  the	  south	  end	  of	  the	  two	  commercial	  boulevards	  of	  Fifth	  
and	  Seventh	  Avenues	  from	  Ninth	  Street	  to	  the	  Prospect	  Expressway.	  I	  made	  the	  census	  two	  times:	  at	  
the	  beginning	  of	  the	  field	  research	  in	  February	  2011	  and	  at	  its	  end,	  on	  September	  2012,	  to	  track	  the	  
changes	  in	  one	  and	  a	  half	  years.	  I	  used	  a	  combination	  of	  structural	  and	  aesthetic	  criteria	  to	  define	  four	  
categories	   in	   which	   I	   classified	   the	   stores:	   Closed	   (closed	   stores,	   stores	   for	   rent	   or	   undergoing	  
renovation);	   Non-­‐Gentrified	   (traditional,	   small	   businesses	   that	   serve	   long-­‐term	   residents	   prior	   to	  
recent	  waves	   of	   gentrification);	  Mid-­‐Gentrified	   (franchised	  or	   large	   local	   chains	  with	   a	   considerable	  
market	  share	   in	  New	  York	  City,	  service	   for	  both	   long-­‐term	  residents	  and	  newcomers	   like	  banks,	  nail	  
shops,	   bookstores	   or	   general	   gyms);	   High-­‐Gentrified	   (individually	   owned	   stores,	   fancy	   clothing	   and	  
shoe	   boutiques,	   high	   priced	   salons,	   upscale	   eateries	   and	   small	   coffee	   shops	   that	   seems	   very	  
personalized	   to	   the	   taste	   of	   the	   owners	   and	   the	   clients).	   The	   census	   data	   are	   entirely	   reported	   in	  
Appendix	  for	  both	  years,	  2011	  and	  2012.	  
147	  From	  Ninth	  Street	  to	  the	  Prospect	  Expressway.	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feb$11 set$12 feb$11 set$12
Closed-Stores,-Stores-for-rent 20 14 13 8
Subtotal 20 14 13 8
Sub./% 14,3 10,0 10,2 6,3
Dry-Cleaners,-Laundry-Services- 4 3 5 5
Phone-Stores,-Electronics,-Video-Game-Stores 8 8 1 1
Home-furnishings,-Hardwares,-Discounts 15 13 3 3
Supermarkets,-Convenience-Stores,-Bodegas-and-Delis 9 8 4 3
Coffee-shops,-Bars,-Food-&-Drink,-Diners,-Pizzerias 23 22 22 20
Clothes,-Shoes,-Accessories 7 5 1 0
Others 8 7 4 4
Subtotal 74 66 40 36
Sub./% 52,9 47,1 31,3 28,1
Pharmacies,-Opticals-and-Health-services- 10 11 5 5
Hairdressers,-Beauticians,-Nail-shops 14 14 16 16
Banks 6 6 3 3
Gyms-and-sport-related-shopping 2 2 3 3
Gifts,-cards,-photos,-bookstores- 1 1 2 2
Subtotal 33 34 29 29
Sub./% 23,6 24,3 22,7 22,7
Real-Estate-agents 1 1 7 7
Childcares,-Kid-$-Baby-and-Adult-related-Shopping- 3 5 4 5
Bike-and-Bike-repair-shops 0 1 2 2
Martial-Arts-and-Yoga-Studios 4 5 0 0
Veterinarians-and-Pet-Shops 0 1 4 5
Upscale-Market,-Gourmet,-Restaurants-and-Bars 2 9 19 26
Upscale-Fashion-Shops,-Vintage-Clothing-&-Charity-Shops- 3 4 10 10
Subtotal 13 26 46 55
Sub./% 9,3 18,6 35,9 43,0
TOTAL-STORES 140 140 128 128
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rent or undergoing renovation; in particular, Fifth Avenue witnessed almost 
15 percent of closed storefronts, while Seventh had a minor rate of  10 percent 
(as reported in Table 6).  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Table 6, The Retail transition of South Fifth and Seventh Avenues from 2011 to 2012. 
Author’s elaboration 
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This reflects the recent past of the neighborhood’s south end, when drug 
dealers and teenage street gangs contributed to the rise of crime and juvenile 
delinquency148. Fifth Avenue was especially hit by such phenomenon and its 
reputation and sense of security took more time to recover compared to 
Seventh Avenue, which was already affected in the 1990s by the second wave 
of gentrification149 in Park Slope. But, like other gentrified Brooklyn 
neighborhoods, the area had in the past few years experienced an explosion of 
upscale fashion shops and restaurants, together with a lot of media attention 
(as we analyzed in the previous section). 
Typically there are non-expensive shops that cater to traditional, local needs 
like markets, delis, bodegas and bakeries, laundries, popular home 
furnishings, hardware and discounts, diners, bars and pizzerias, phone stores 
and electronics, banks, pharmacies, health services, hairdressers and 
beauticians, cheap clothing and shoes shops. However, the big difference 
between the two avenues involves what I categorized as High-Gentrified 
stores (which informs on how different waves of gentrification happened at 
different times and were differently spatialized in the neighborhood). As we 
can see in Table 6 , upscale markets, gourmet restaurants, cafés and bars, as 
well as designed fashion shops (both new and vintage), semi-antique 
furniture, bicycle shops, martial arts and yoga studios, together with childcare 
and baby stores, and even veterinarians and real estate agencies  - which 
appeal to gentrifiers - were three times more present on Seventh at 36 percent, 
than on Fifth Avenue at 9 percent. 
As we can see in the comparative diagram presented in Figure 62, while 
within the Mid-Gentrified analyzed stores there were basically no changes in 
the time of my observation, there was a decrease in the Non-Gentrified shops 
in both avenues (5 percent less on Fifth Avenue and 3 percent less for 
                                                
148	  See	  in	  Chapter	  3	  a	  more	  detailed	  description	  of	  the	  Park	  Slope	  recent	  history.	  	  
149	  See	  in	  Chapter	  5	  the	  neighborhood	  map	  of	  the	  four	  waves	  of	  gentrification.	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Seventh). Indicative of the differences between their waves of gentrification, 
the two avenues show a different pattern of retail growth. After one and a half 
years from the first census, the number of highly-gentrified stores on Fifth 
Avenue doubled (reaching almost 20 percent of the total amount of stores), 
with a increase of 9 percent from 2011. On the other side, Seventh Avenue 
registered a more modest increase (7 percent). However this is not exactly a 
contrast, because Seventh Avenue had already a very high rate of upscale 
shops (36 percent) which rose in 2012 to 43 percent of the total amount of 
stores on the avenue. This also means that - in less then two years – half of the 
commercial landscape of Seventh Avenue appealed to the gentrifiers’ taste, 
while on Fifth Avenue this rate reached “just” one-fifth.  
Figure 62, A comparison of the Retail transition in South Fifth and Seventh Avenues 
from 2011 to 2012. 
Author’s elaboration 
However, the amount of highly gentrified stores has shifted quite 
dramatically. Especially on Fifth Avenue, the rate increased from 9.3 percent 
in February 2011 to 18.6 percent in September 2012. Although the more 
matured stage of gentrification of Seventh Avenue – as I have already 
discussed in Chapter 5 – kept there the higher level of upscale stores in South 
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Slope, the reopening of many abandoned/for rent stores (getting almost five 
times more upscale markets, restaurants and bars and a double more of 
childcare and baby related shopping) has reshaped the commercial face of 
Fifth Avenue below Ninth Street. 
From a sociological perspective, there is a crucial point in any kind of 
gentrification, which is a struggle for the moral displacement (Manzo 2012). In 
fact, it does not matter if people are owners of their houses or if they have a 
rent stabilized apartment because, even if they have right to stay in their 
neighborhoods, they can feel they do not belong anymore to it. “If they start to 
face everyday changes in their usual stores, restaurants, cafes and even in 
their neighbors they can get uncomfortable. The comfort level is a very central 
issue that needs to be problematized” (Ibid.:23).  
Accordingly to Patch (2008), a striking feature of the commercial transition of 
a neighborhood is the rapid change in street life when even a single store 
opens up. This is the case of Bicycle Habitat, a huge, fancy bike 
shop/showroom that re-opened an empty store on Fifth Avenue between 
Tenth and Eleventh Street. This is a satellite shop of a famous brand in 
Manhattan where are located its two main points.  To be more specific, I am 
talking about the already gentrified neighborhoods of SoHo and Chelsea. 
They are honored to be named “New York's Best Bike Shop” by the Village 
Voice150 and they like to define their shops as unpretentious as it is capable, 
selling and servicing bikes for cyclists of every stripe from the same SoHo 
storefront where it opened 34 years ago. Urban biking has come a long way 
since those early days and, as New York enters a golden age of cycling, bikes 
shops are growing too in Park Slope. However, as we saw in the previous 
section, 
                                                
150	   	   Source:	   “Best	   Bike	   Shop	  New	   York	   2011	   -­‐	   Bicycle	   Habitat”,	   published	   on	   The	  New	   York	   Village	  
Voice	  website:	  http://www.villagevoice.com/bestof/2011	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bike stores are not always friendly places. Some turn up their noses at 
customers looking for anything less than a $4,000 racing bike. In others, 
the air is so thick with messenger machismo, it can be difficult to breathe 
(Ibid.).  
It is suggested here that stores reshape the neighborhood’s atmosphere and 
reputation by creating destination points for its users, whom share their 
narratives on them, building up local knowledge. Along Fifth Avenue west 
between Eleventh and Twelfth Street, two-story brick apartment houses line 
the street of my home corner. This block houses a couple of mattress stores, a 
cosmetic and beauty supply shop, an optical, two closed stores for rent and 
my favorite/just renovated diner. This stretch of road drew my attention one 
day of September 2011 when I just came back from Italy after a short 
summery visit to my family. During one of my usual walks along my block, I 
suddenly noticed that a cheap kind of clothing shop (that was giving special 
sales in summertime) disappeared and it was substituted by a new shop for 
baby-related products: Lullaby Baby. Where I used to buy cheap t-shirts and 
shorts, and my Latino neighbors stretched leggings or “almost naked 
summery dresses”, now one can find unbelievable expensive strollers (for 
joggers or not-joggers), baby bedding and furniture, feeding items, and an 
almost insane collection of breast care related products: pumps and natural 
pamps, daily pads and washable pads, milk storage, niplette, nipple protector, 
thermal breast gel and so on.  We have already discussed at the end of 
Chapter 4 the family orientation of Park Slope as well as the “parental 
anxiety” of the most recent waves of super-rich gentrifiers. The presence of 
such shops in South Slope is not something to underestimate. If childcare for 
yuppies’ kids (as we can simplify) or upscale baby shops are almost the 
normality in the northern/eastern side of Park Slope, this part of the 
neighborhood is witnessing such changes only very recently, since it is still 
registering a high rate of working class people, ultimately composed of Puerto 
Ricans or Latino families. Indeed, if this new type of stores are obviously 
satisfying the appetite of a new slice of emerging population in the area, they 
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are also reshaping something more than just the commercial landscape of 
their neighborhood block. Walking on the sidewalks of a commercial 
boulevard and seeing its shop windows constitutes a daily practice that little 
by little, image on image, create and reinforce unexpected consumption tastes 
and desires. Being exposed everyday on such an amount of information as the 
one that people deviously receive from shop windows or their fliers is maybe 
a less tangible – but not less important – sign of the powerful narrative of 
urban change and the commodification of cultural production. This anecdote 
that happened to me can be exemplificative. 
[Park Slope Food Coop Members office, 2nd floor - waiting for a person to interview] I’m 
sitting on the office bench, waiting, next to me the day care door, the babysitting service where 
member-moms can put their babies during the shopping. A young mother comes out of there 
and walks towards me; she talks with a coop secretary. She is probably in her thirties, and is 
wearing a super trendy carrier (what in Italy we call a marsupial bag) with her baby inside 
with the back turned on the mother face; the baby has such a funny “open hips” position...  
that seems to me like an open chicken with white cotton socks on the feet... 
I turn my face; and then I go back look at them (they are on my left side) 
I think: well, before returning to Italy I should just buy one of those baby carriers, I haven’t 
seen anything so cute in Milan. 
Consequent thought no. 2: Lidia, but what the hell are you going to do with a baby carrier for 
newborns once back? 
Consequent thought no.  3: Lidia, come on! You should think to buy a fancy Manhattan style 
hand bag before coming back home, right??  
Consequent thought no. 4: Lidia, such continuous exposure in a neighborhood of super-gentry 
parents is deleterious!!! (Researcher's diary, March 23rd, 2012) 
Of course ones can ironize on my reflections, however I have never felt or 
even thought in my life to buy any kind of baby carrier for myself151, indeed it 
happened. In addition, a very significant area for investigation is the double-
sided nature of “food places”, especially the new upscale cafés, gourmet 
markets and restaurants on South Slope which are operated and designed to 
give a casual, easygoing atmosphere open to socialization. While the 
emergence of new kinds of food spaces and practices may underpin positive 
                                                
151	  As	  a	  short	  biographical	  note,	  I	  must	  add	  that	  at	  the	  time	  of	  the	  research	  –	  despite	  being	  engaged	  in	  
a	   long	   term	  relationship	  –	   I	  had	  no	  babies	  and,	  honestly,	   I	  have	  not	  even	   thought	  about	   that	  event	  
while	  performing	  my	  researcher	  role	  in	  the	  field.	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sustainability, food-centered regeneration may also lead to either the 
increasing commodification of space based on food and design improvements, 
or to gentrification, where food is part of the place’s marketing strategy. 
Gentrifying tendencies, therefore, provided a setting for some individuals to 
play out a “habitus” (Bourdieu 1984) that was socially exclusive. These 
developing food quarters, in fact, are at once gentrifying spaces and ordinary 
places (Knox 2005:1) for playing out authentic everyday food relationships.  
A meaningful example might come from the commercial transition of Green 
Kitchen, an “organic diner” located on south Fifth Avenue, which recently 
moved just two windows further to get a bigger space. However, the 
transition was not only in terms of its store dimension. The diner owner is a 
middle age Greek immigrant, which run the place with the help of his son 
Billy and – like every restaurant in the city, I would say – many Mexican and 
Latinos workers. As I was saying, however, before moving, the place was 
named Park Slope Restaurant and had the usual, traditional, low profile 
characteristics of any diner in Brooklyn. But the owner made many years ago 
a very good investment: he bought the building where actually the new 
restaurant is located and in so doing they could afford to stay on Fifth Avenue 
and even to renovate their business. As Billy, the owner’s son told me about 
the change, 
When we first opened the store, most of the — Park Slope wasn't what it is today. I mean, 
we're actually going — we're targeting the new generation of Park Slope when we renovated 
the restaurant, but I think we could have done a better job.  Because there were a lot of good 
ideas in terms of like the greenness, but it's very hard to do a green restaurant because you 
need to know your suppliers of the food, which — it's impossible now, you know?  You really 
can't.  It's hard enough for a coffee shop to know the suppliers of their coffee and that's one 
product — it's a bean, literally — so I mean, how are you going to know where your chicken 
comes from, where your meat comes from, where all your produce comes from?  I mean even 
your salt and pepper.  So that's a little harder but I think it was good originally.  What I 
actually found was a lot more people who were, I guess used to healthy eaters, as opposed to 
like people who want to be green. That's, I think, the main difference in the food is that now 
we're able to make like some of the things much better quality, like the chicken... we have a lot 
of good things,  the juice bar... a lot of things on the menu are really good!  (Billy, 22, arrived 
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in the neighborhood from Greece at the age of 5, College student and helps at his father’s 
restaurant on south Fifth Avenue, interviewed in December 2011) 
I had many chances to talk with Billy about the changes he and his family are 
constantly facing on their block of Fifth Avenue. Green Kitchen was actually 
also “the place” where, after the karate Saturday early morning class, I can get 
my “American breakfast”, as I used to though. For just $10 I could sit on the 
counter around 10 am, eating the Florentine benedict152, coffee and a shot of 
fresh orange juice. Billy is the “specialist” of fresh juices: he stands over the 
counter in front of a myriad of fruit and vegetables bowls that he mixes in a 
thousand different ways for his clients. I am almost enchanted by the way he 
creates such juices, and sometimes it seems like a form of art in my view. (See 
some photographs shot in the renovated Green Kitchen Restaurant in Figure 
63). Indeed Billy represented a very rich source of information about the way 
store owners perceived changes in their customers, as to say in the 
neighborhood population: 
One of my favorite customers is this old guy, Joe.  He was a sanitation worker.  Now he's 
starting to like forget a little bit, but he's —  actually his birthday is Christmas Day.  He's 
turning 90. He told me yesterday... He's turning 90 in a week, and like I said, he was a 
sanitation worker, but he's like a little...  he's a nice guy but he's not like...  what's the word...  
like affluent!  People call up and you can tell that they're old.  If they live on the Avenue, and 
they sort of talk the same way, like the old American style, like have you seen old American 
movies, like, "Come here, sweetheart."  Like that sort of accent? That's the way that those 
guys talk.  If I get out by the park, they sound like they studied and they speak a little more 
proper, better grammar.  That's another reason why I think down by where we are, by 5th 
Avenue in the south, more working-class.  If you go by the park, it would probably be a lot 
more...   if you opened up a restaurant, like the Green Kitchen, for instance, and you did it 
right, and you do it by the park, it'll be like a much bigger success because I think the people 
who we want to get at probably live more than by 5th Avenue. I don't know, for us it's just 
come in, grab a bit and get out. I think that's...  we have the Wi-Fi now.  We have cappuccinos 
and stuff, juices, so it's getting there, but it's basically, it's right in the middle.  It's sort of 
like how we are. (Ibid.) 
                                                
152	  Which	   are	   regular	   eggs	   benedict	   on	   English	  muffin	  with	   slices	   of	   spinach	   in	   between,	   and	   little	  
pieces	  of	  goat	  cheese	  on	  the	  top.	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In this last sentence Billy expresses one of the basic feature of the 
gentrification process we saw in Chapter 6: the feeling of being in between, in 
a state of passage toward a further transition. 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 63, the renovated Green Kitchen Restaurant on South Fifth Avenue. Author’s 
Archive 
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This evidences nevertheless raise the most important question for scholars 
interested in the cultural turn on urban studies: the way gentrification 
interconnected with the development of conviviality in those food places. 
Food, in fact, is one of the way in which gentrification was expressed at the 
level of lifestyle practices and  highlights (again) the new middle-class habitus 
in which food is a crucial sphere. Once we acknowledge that, food-related 
practices and retail transition can become much more attendant to the process 
of accelerated gentrification through which new patterns of spatial 
inequalities and also urban meanings and identities are produced and re-
produced. Indeed, new questions arise at the end of this discussion: are we 
moving, though, towards an “ideology of liveability and sustainability” (Lees 
2000:393–405) to justify gentrification? Are we privileging such pro-urban 
lifestyles (Bridge 2002:206)?  
As we can see in the visual evidences reported as field data at the end of this 
section, this transition acquired specific characteristics in the two boulevards. 
On Fifth avenue, such changes took two basic forms: 1) the displacement of 
local, long term, non-gentrified shops (i.e. Italian food store and pizzerias); 2) 
the opening of new, mostly individually owned, upscale gentrified stores. In 
this sense I have observed two peculiarities: on the one hand, a) the arrival  of 
upscale bars and cafés at the very end of Fifth Avenue - around the 
intersection with Fourteenth and Fifteenth Street - where the lower class part 
of the population is still present (the residential displacement has not 
completely occurred, yet); and on the other, b) the opening of ethnic stores as 
spill over effect of the Mexican neighborhood of Sunset Park – which also 
demonstrate the commercial dynamism of this population in south Brooklyn. 
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Finally, to understand how these changes impacted the space of the south end 
of Park Slope, I used the same store categories and I drew a morphological 
diagram of the commercial composition of each avenue, in the two census-
times. To have a comprehensive visualization of the retail transition, I have re-
composed all the stores (within their blocks) by using a color scale which 
represents the previous categorization: the more the intensity, the more the 
level of gentrified stores; and blue for the closed one. As we can see in the 
info-graphic presented in Figure 64, it is undoubtedly clear that south Seventh 
Avenue is mostly characterized by gentrified stores, and this rate increased 
during 2012, especially on the very south below Fourteenth street. On Fifth 
Avenue there are still many non- and mid-gentrified shops, however the 
upscale retail changes are mostly polarized below Twelfth Street.  
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 64, Infographic on the retail transition of Fifth Avenue (2011 to 2012). Author’s 
elaboration   
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Lastly, in the terrific commercial re-development of Fifth Avenue, its Business 
Improvement District (BIDs) has been playing an important role. Founded in 
2009, the Park Slope Fifth Avenue Business Improvement District represents a 
dynamic commercial and residential corridor whose borders stretch from 
Dean and Eighteenth Street153. Launched by the Fifth Avenue Merchants’ 
Association and local property owners, the BID’s principal aim lies in 
promoting and maintaining this bustling commercial avenue—with a special 
emphasis on sanitation services, economic development programs, business 
assistance initiatives and community events. The Fifth Avenue Business 
Improvement District is the third formed in Community Board 6 and is 
among the nearly 60 City BIDs under contract with the New York City 
Department of Small Business Services.” 
However, whether BID’s focus — as their name suggests — on business 
improvement, such economic development either generates or exacerbates an 
insider/outsider problem in a process of Super-gentrification. Accordingly to 
Garnett (2010), the question here is that an intense focus on economic 
development might result in gentrification, the preference of new over old 
businesses, the discounting of residents’ concerns, and a disregard (or even 
disdain) for existing local community character.  
For example, an excessive focus on development may cause BID leaders 
to favor newer, upscale, “outside” businesses over older, established, 
more proletariat, “local” businesses or to discount concerns about 
gentrification. residents expressed a concern that development efforts led 
to gentrification and displaced established local businesses that long-
time residents depended upon for their daily lives (Ibid.:45).  
                                                
153	   Currently	   the	  Park	   Slope	  Chamber	  of	   Commerce	   is	   proposing	   to	   create	   a	  Business	   Improvement	  
District	   (BID)	   also	   along	   Seventh	   Avenue;	   the	   proposed	   district	   includes	   all	   properties	   fronting	   the	  
Avenue	   from	   St.	   John’s	   Place	   to	   Sixteenth	   Street,	   including	   contiguous	   side	   street	   commercial	  
properties.	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Finally, the commercial transition seems in any way happening a bit more 
slowly than the residential one. In my research I had no data to trace small 
stores that have disappeared, I could only reconstruct some of their tales of 
evictions or closures with the help of my long-term neighbors’ memories. 
However the trick lies in the different lengths of the commercial leases, as 
Michelle de la Uz - Fifth Avenue Committee’s Director – explained to me.  
That business has been on that corner for a hundred years – a hundred years till three or four 
generations - their buildings worth millions so of course it's going to go and of course, they 
sold. So that’s the thing so as the… as the immigrant or the migrant part of the mentality 
gives way to the next generation. The real estate value drives what's going on more than 
anything else. I think the point though is gentrification and displacement does not just affect 
residents, it impacts businesses too.  Generally speaking, commercial displacement happens… 
lags behind residential displacement.  The reason being, that commercial leases are much 
longer than residential leases. (Michelle de la Uz, 44, Fifth Avenue Committee’s director, 
interviewed in April 2012) 
On a last note, what it is interestingly happening in the south end of Park 
Slope is actually involving also the very edge of the neighborhood: Fourth 
Avenue. As we discussed at the end of the second part of this work, the recent 
re-zoning of that boulevard and the community involvement of different 
institutions on projects relating to its beautification would end up in the 
commercial as well as residential transition of that area, and would possibly 
constitute a further area of analysis. 
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Conclusions 
In this Chapter I argued that a deep process of valuation and judgment of 
taste is carrying out through housing choices, cultured consumption practices 
and cultural socialization, aimed at a social status display. The aesthetization 
of the commodity emerges as part of this representation, all symptomatic of 
the influence of cultural industries in the city’s economy. Such symbolic 
power is, indeed, a form of social division, inherent to the ability to define 
what objects connote aesthetically. 
I provided a wide, empirical demonstration of how indicate aestheticized 
representations of gentrification prevail as a form of social power in a wider 
symbolic system in which the separation between the use value from the 
exchange value constantly increases.  
The interior of the house – on the one hand – became a “gentrification object,” 
itself, commodified “not just in terms of price at market but degree of 
discernment required to get the right mix with individual distinction” (Bridge 
2013:120). In this way, aesthetic practices of home production are at the very 
heart of a whole set of “social processes and symbolic re-scriptings of the city 
that relate to economic and class power” (Ibid.). On the other hand, the 
disappearance of “old” local stores, and their replacement by upscale shops 
might entail social problems and forms of inequalities. It is also suggested that 
the shift in the composition of retail and services is, then, part of a broad 
dynamic of commercial investment, that will enhance the lifestyle of new 
waves of gentrifiers (raising housing values and rents) while, at the same 
time, forcing out morally (by alienation) or practically (by displacement) long-
term residents, who help produced the cultural fabric of Park Slope. 
Accordingly to Savage, at the very conclusion of this section, rather than 
treating race, class, gender, and other social inequalities as variables, we can 
instead see them as a process in flux. 
Through examining the clustering, sifting, and sorting of people, objects, 
and identities in physical and social space, through investigating the 
mechanisms which allow some to move more freely than others, and also 
through examining the clustering and patterning of actions, we have the 
potential for enriching contemporary urban theory and recharging our 
understanding of social inequality (2013:518).  
In his 1995 essay on the city, Robert Park wrote of the way that distinctive 
“moral regions” formed in urban space, “places of encounter between those 
who shared certain tastes, temperaments or appetites” (Tonkiss 2005:146). It is 
within this context that neighborhood solidarity and community values and 
moral develop; they are the focus of the next, and last, Chapter. 
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PLATE VII, Mapping the Commercial Corridors  
of Park Slope. A photo collection.
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8. The Gentrifiers’ Moral Order 
 
Summary 
This Chapter address the third research question which investigates 
community values and morals, and how they can be related to neighborhood 
improvement, resistance to gentrification, and diversity.  
By giving an empirically rich and politically engaged picture of what 
gentrification means on the ground, this Chapter deals with the discussion of 
two cases study in different long-term community institutions: the Park Slope 
Food Coop in the northern part of the neighborhood and the 6/15 Green 
Community Garden in the southern one. 
Since 1973, the Park Slope Food Coop has been providing Brooklyn and 
beyond with quality food and products while serving as a community center 
and meeting place for its member-owners: people who believe in the value, 
rewards and responsibility of collective labor, action and ownership. As we 
have briefly discussed in Part two, the Food Coop seems not only a case study 
but the “public sphere” of a locality (Park Slope) which also inform about who 
creates and performs it. In the next sections I will describe the history of the 
foundation of the Coop, talking about its members and their values to show 
how the liberal progressive footprint shaped the micro-society of this food 
market. I will then illustrate how a cooperative food market is the key to 
understanding morals and politics associated with a community that has been 
experiencing forty years of gentrification. In fact, I will analyze the constant 
contradiction between sense of community and solidarity, appreciation of 
diversity and boundary making. Finally, the photo essay at the end of the 
Chapter will provide visual evidences of either the Coop store and its 
members along the last 40 years. 
Moreover, the second section of this Chapter aims to discuss how a 
community garden can be both a site of resistance and a place to develop a 
local civic pride. Here I refer to the critical gap that Martinez describes as “the 
internal dynamics of community movements in the course of struggles over 
space” (2010:5). In fact, few works closely examine  how people such as those 
in the 6/15 Green Community Garden of Park Slope are both politically 
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engaged activists and  local residents constrained by economic interests. I also 
attempt to demonstrate how the countercultural footprint of the pioneer 
gardeners was able to create and influence the governance and the spatial 
form of this little urban space, despite “the powerful economic and political 
forces [driving] gentrification shape the political context in which movements 
must make their claims” (Ibid.). 
As I will discuss in the conclusive remarks, rendering solidarity, and 
neighborhood politics more tangible is the first step towards a more nuanced 
understanding of politics in general as well as the role of community in 
political arguments in particular. In this sense, both the Food Coop and the 
Community Garden helped people to learn how to survive, and created “roots 
for socially conscious civic actors who can take control of their community’s 
well-being and take responsibility for their own lives as well” (Zukin 
2010:217). 
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8.1  …and Progressives Created The Food Coop 
What scholars think of as gentrification is often understood with the idea of 
the more expansive and aesthetically elegant cafes, restaurants, and boutiques 
that appeal to the high class consumers’ tastes. At the same time, ethical 
consumption – organic, local, and fair trade food products – is assumed as an 
elite social practice (Cole 2008; Guthman 2008; Hinrichs 2000; Johnston 2008). 
On the other hand, we know that one of the forces that have driven 
gentrification in many cities is the constant establishment of an upper-middle 
class of young urban professionals. This process acquired different local 
characteristics. What has been happening in Brooklyn’s Park Slope since the 
end of the 1960s is that a pioneer group of liberal progressive professionals 
started the process of urban renewal in the neighborhood, also setting up a 
food cooperative.  
Since 1973, the Park Slope Food Coop has been providing Brooklyn and 
beyond with quality food and products while serving as a community center 
and meeting place for its member-owners: people who believe in the value, 
rewards and responsibility of collective labor, action and ownership. By 
taking some control away from corporations and putting it into the hands of 
our community, the Coop has been able to make healthy, affordable food 
available to its members. But what exactly is the iconic Park Slope Food Coop? 
It is one of the oldest and largest active American food Coops. Its claim says 
“Good Food, at Low Prices for Working Members, through Cooperation, since 
1973” and Park Slopers like to describe it as a space “where elite lefties meet to 
share organic recipes as they gossip about social justice and the best private 
schools154.” In the upscale “land of desire” of Park Slope - using the words of 
Leach (1993) - the evolution of the Food Coop is a microcosm of the 
gentrification of Park Slope. As we have briefly discussed in Part two, the 
                                                
154	   Source:	   The	   New	   York	   Post:	   “Goy-­‐cott	   in	   Park	   Slope”,	   by	   Andra	   Peyser,	   on	   August	   25,	   2011.	  
Retrieved	  from:	  www.nypost.com	  Accessed	  on	  March	  10,	  2012.	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Food Coop seems not only a case study but the “public sphere” of a locality 
(Park Slope) which also inform about who creates and performs it.  
Zukin (2004) traces a “thick description” of the main shifts in American 
society over the last 30 years, and in many different works the author pays 
attention to how shopping districts are both a force and a symbol of economic 
revitalization in cities (Zukin 1982, 1995, 2010). What is interesting in the Food 
Coop is the possibility for the members to play both the role of the consumer 
and the seller or the owner, in a sense. As Shields (1992) argues, human 
beings, in engaging in acts of consumption and the relations surrounding 
consumption, achieve pleasures, exert power, find meaning, construct diverse 
subjectivities and enact sociality in a creative and innovative manner. So, 
starting from this assertion of how the members of this food cooperative 
achieve pleasure and how they exert or express power, which meanings are 
related in being part of this organization and how are their identities 
performed in such a peculiar social space? In fact, according to Sassatelli 
(2007), consumption is not only an expressive but also a performative action 
that constitutes identities. Through the experience of consumption, their own 
social actors create themselves, both as consumers and as selves with specific 
and different roles linked to their ethnicity, sexuality, gender, social status, 
etc. which combine with specific styles of consumption. More specifically, 
through the analysis of consumption practices in a super gentrifying 
neighborhood we can use a food coop as a tool to understand, as Ewen (1976) 
states, the mechanism and motives of a specific group mind.  In other words, a 
retail Coop shows the moral fields of the production of specific consumption 
desires for specific people with a specific political value. Talking about a food 
cooperative allow us to give meaning not just to the shopping practices of the 
members, but also to their sense of “affiliation” to a cooperative movement. 
The issue about the way that food practices draw boundaries is well described 
in the essay of Johnston et al. (2011). While higher class people draw symbolic 
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boundaries based on cultural distinctions more than lower class people, 
“because they have more cultural capital”, the less privileged groups 
demonstrate creative adaptation to dominant ethical eating repertoires “to fit 
low-income circumstances as well as alternate cultural repertoires” (Ibid.:312). 
Moreover, Johnston and Baumann argue that “omnivorous cultural 
consumption, not just in food but in all forms of culture, is a way of 
negotiating the tension between democracy and distinction in our culture” 
(2010:95). According to the authors, authenticity is fundamental for discerning 
how consumers evaluate culture.  
Given this background, I thought about the case study of the Food Coop in 
both structural/economic and cultural terms. The “secret” of the Park Slope 
Food Coop, its latent function seems to be that members feel they are 
producing their food in some way because they work for it in the store.  They 
also feel they are circumventing, rejecting, and transgressing the market 
economy because of the cooperative format but they have invented their own 
system of “bookkeeping” for obligations of their time and special pricing. 
More importantly, one of the pleasures for being a Coop member might be 
exercising power – not just the power of a consumer to choose but also the 
power of the seller to set inventory and prices. 
Moreover, one of the words that has obsessed me since the beginning of the 
field research and the understanding of the different ways to get access to the 
Park Slope kind of urban living is “privilege”. Johnston et al. (2011:305) take 
into account the question about boundaries starting from the connection 
between privilege and ethical eating repertoires. In the same way, I would say 
that Park Slopers use their neighborhood repertoires to draw boundaries 
(socio-economic, cultural and moral) in order to demarcate themselves from 
others, other neighborhoods’ groups or other New Yorkers. This is a 
“mechanism” that rotates around the pivot point of the house privilege; I 
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would say the privilege of the brownstone. In the last 40 years, this has 
radically determined the way of life (call it urban lifestyle) of the different 
groups of gentrifiers155. Now the Food Coop seems to be the only point of 
unity between the groups.  But is this true or is it in reality “the perfect place” 
in which the social construction of repertoires about food, ethical 
consumption and volunteer actions allow gentrifiers to draw/reinforce 
boundaries? In conclusion, could a “democratic” Food Coop be a place to 
practice the social stratification of gentrification politics? 
I decided to collect ethnographic data and I used co-performance 
methodology working at the Food Coop as a volunteer member. I performed 
many different kinds of jobs, such as shopping assistant, cashier, co-counter, 
maintenance, and processing products such as cheeses, olives, spices, dried 
fruits. I also did participant observation, both inside the Food Coop store and 
outside in the Park Slope neighborhood, sometimes while shopping at the 
market or while shadowing customers’ activities and talks. (See the author 
infiltrated in the Coop in Figure 67). Then, at the end of the data collection 
process, I’ve conducted about twenty in-depth interviews with members156 I 
have known during my ethnographic activities. This experience has given me 
not only the opportunity to study the micro-politics of a place intensely 
populated by gentrifiers, but also it has opened a window into lifestyles, 
relative consumption patterns, and core social/cultural values. 
In the next sections I will describe the history of the foundation of the Coop, 
talking about its members and their values to show how the liberal 
progressive footprint shaped the micro-society of this food market. I will then 
illustrate how a cooperative food market is the key to understanding morals 
                                                
155	   I	   refer	  here	   to	   the	  economic	  privilege	  of	   those	  who	  could	  buy	  a	  house	  when	  prices	  were	   low	  or	  
who	  were	  able	  to	  maintain	  a	  rent	  stabilized	  apartment	  or	  who	  are	  now	  billionaire	  newcomers	  that	  can	  
afford	  a	   luxurious	  home	  (See	  here	  the	  theoretical	  debate	  on	  “Super-­‐Gentrification”	  (Butler	  and	  Lees	  
2006;	  Lees	  2000,	  2003;	  Slater	  2003)	  reported	  in	  Chapter	  2.	  
156	  Among	  the	  overall	  number	  of	  sixty-­‐six	  interviews	  with	  Park	  Slope	  residents	  and	  stakeholders.	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and politics associated with a community that has been experiencing forty 
years of gentrification. In fact, I will analyze the constant contradiction 
between sense of community and solidarity, appreciation of diversity and 
boundary making. Finally, the photo essay at the end of the Chapter will 
provide visual evidences of either the Coop store and its members along the 
last 40 years. 
8.1.1 “The Coop started very small, it had to start small”157. Introducing the Park 
Slope Food Coop  
Unlike most retail cooperatives in the United States, the Park Slope Food 
Coop (PSFC) requires members to work. PSFC has more than 16,000 members 
who work two hours and 45 minutes every four weeks in exchange for a 20-
40% savings on groceries. Only members may shop at the PSFC, but 
membership is open to all. In cooperation with the paid staff, members run 
the store and play a huge role in the day-to-day operations of the Coop. Not 
only do members contribute 75% of the labor in the Coop, they can take an 
active role in the decision-making process and participate in planning and 
discussions of the organization's future. Given an initial picture of the 
members’ social and moral values, the Food Coop carries a wide variety of 
products, including local, organic and conventionally grown produce; 
pasture-raised and grass-fed meat; free-range, organic and kosher poultry; 
fair-trade chocolate and coffee; wild and sustainably farmed fish; supplements 
and vitamins; imported and artisanal cheese; freshly baked bread, muffins, 
scones and croissants; bulk grains and spices; environmentally safe cleaning 
supplies; and much more158. 
In its layout, the Coop very much resembles any other small supermarket, 
with aisles of food stuffs and food accessories in packages and in bulk. 
                                                
157	  Joe,	  General	  Coordinator	  of	  the	  Park	  Slope	  Food	  Coop,	  interviewed	  in	  April	  2012.	  
158	  See	  “The	  Park	  Slope	  Food	  Coop	  membership	  manual”	  for	  detailed	  information.	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However, the Park Slope Food Coop is more than just a store. “Because of the 
cooperative manner in which the business runs, and because of the foods and 
products that it selects to stock, the Coop is very much an expression of the 
beliefs and values of its founders and current members” (Jochnowitz 2001:56). 
Talking with Joe, a founding member of the Food Coop159, I have finally 
understood the very beginning of this food market, a community institution 
born, like me, in 1973!160 
Oh the founders of the Coop... there were about ten,  ten people, men and women. Well one of 
the jobs was to figure out where we could have the Coop and so one of us, or two or three of us, 
were involved in trying to figure that out and that was actually relatively easy since one of the 
founders of the Coop was also the founder of a community center called The Mongoose 
Community Center. You've heard of the Mongoose?  A mongoose is one of the few animals 
that can kill a certain kind of dangerous snake. Okay, well, The Mongoose was a community 
center and there was actually a food coop that started in The Mongoose that failed, that went 
out of business, and then a year later, or some months later, I don't know because I wasn't 
involved in that.  Then our Coop started to organize, and we asked The Mongoose could we 
have a Food Coop, and they said yes.  Now this is up a flight of stairs and it's not very big but 
they said yes.  We don't use the space during the day, during the week, we use this space at 
night and on the weekends, particularly at night.  “In fact we don't ever use this space during 
the day, all the events are at night – they said – Poetry reading, film showings, meetings, at 
night so you want to do things during the day and there's a little room over there, you want 
to put a lock on that room and store things in there, go ahead, no problem”. You know, pay 
was $10 a week rent.  Seriously, that was the original rent. (continue) 
So the Food Coop location included also the original Mongoose Community 
Center, at that time.  There were three buildings, all connected, and the 
Mongoose was the upstairs space of them.  The Food Coop itself is made up of 
those three buildings;  it's 84 feet wide out front, there are two 22 foot wide 
buildings, and one 40 foot to make 84 (See the historical as well as the 
contemporary photographs of the Coop building in the Visual Essay reported 
at the end of this section). At the very beginning, there were 10 people who 
planned the Coop, however they immediately realized they never could be 
only ten people.  They had to get many more people to come and buy the food 
and to participate in the Coop from the very first day that it opened.  
                                                
159	  See	  Joe’s	  introduction	  in	  Part	  Two,	  Chapter	  4.	  
160	  As	  well	  community	  gardens	  in	  New	  York	  City,	  by	  the	  way!	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If you went to a computer and you looked up February 1973, and you figured out the 
Saturday that came somewhere between the 15th and the 20th, okay, of February, that would 
be the Saturday that we opened in 1973. Well it's hard to really remember.  I remember more 
planning for the day.  I remember going to a district of Manhattan - that is now very fancy -
but then there were all these places that sold you things like cash registers but we didn't have 
money for a cash register.  We just had a metal box and I bought… I was the one who bought 
the calculators to calculate things and I bought the scale, the original scale. And I went to the 
United States Department of Agriculture office in downtown Brooklyn and got authorization 
to collect food stamps.  I was one of the people who went to the bank and started a bank 
account, you know, things like that.  But opening day, I remember that we planned to have a 
work chart at the door when people came in we would ask them to sign up for the next week.  
And I remember we almost filled the work chart the first week, but other weeks after that it 
was harder and harder to fill up the work chart.  It's would you volunteer to work next week, 
sign here! (continue) 
It took more than a year to figure all that out. Park Slopers were “educated” 
by the Coop’s founders about the fact that if they didn't sign up voluntarily 
they were not going to shop. The Coop, in fact, didn’t have any employees, 
not at all, nobody was getting a salary at the time. Joe, for instance, had a part-
time job, which was enough at the time to pay his share of living expenses. 
That is the reason why the Coop was open for four hours a week, on 
Saturdays only.  
The Coop started very small, it had to start small. Well the Coop didn't do certain things 
correctly, so it did many things well.  We made some mistakes too, but the things that we did 
well we became well-known for, and people would talk to their friends saying you should come 
to the Coop, you should join the Coop, I get this great fruit, fresh fruits and vegetables, and at 
great prices, and I get these other products too, I get some of my grocery products like my oil, 
or cooking oil, or cheese, eggs. I think the mistakes were we didn't really understand enough 
about member investment in terms of dollars, that we should have started a member 
investment program sooner.  Meaning when you own a business you have to invest capital 
and we should have asked each member to invest a little money like we do now.  We ask 
everybody to invest $100 now.  If they leave the Coop give it back.  It took us five years to 
start that program and we started at $10 but it grew to $100 later on.  But conceptually that 
was a mistake.  We made a mistake that we didn't buy insurance right away, not that it hurt, 
we were lucky!  You could make a mistake and be lucky.  We didn't have any insurance of any 
kind.  I would say we made a mistake in that we waited until 1977 to become a Corporation161 
                                                
161	   The	   PSFC	   is	   a	   non-­‐stock	  membership	   cooperative	   governed	   by	   the	   New	   York	   State	   Cooperative	  
Corporation	   Law	   and	   the	   Not-­‐for-­‐Profit	   Corporation	   Law	   (“NPCL”).	   The	   procedures	   which	   it	   must	  
follow	   are	   set	   out	   in	   its	   bylaws	   and	   the	   NPCL.	   Like	   all	   membership	   cooperatives,	   the	   Coop	   has	  
members,	  officers	  and	  a	  Board	  of	  Directors.	   The	   term	  “member”	   in	  a	  non-­‐stock	   cooperative	  means	  
the	   same	   thing	   as	   the	   term	   “shareholder”	   in	   a	   corporation.	   The	   NPCL	   essentially	   requires	   that	   a	  
corporation	   be	   managed	   by	   a	   board	   of	   directors.	   Before	   the	   Coop	   was	   incorporated,	   it	   had	   been	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and we should have become a Corporation, I'm not saying Day 1, but much sooner. (Joe, 62, 
moved in the neighborhood in 1972, started the Food Coop in 1973, General Coordinator of 
the Park Slope Food Coop. Interviewed in April 6th 2012). 
Moreover, cooperative food stores have grown during the 60s and the 70s as 
an expression of the United States counterculture, or “youth movement,” of 
Beatniks and Hippies. These movements were centered primarily against the 
Vietnam War but they also disseminated a new way of thinking about food, 
environment, social justice, sexuality and relationship: 
In millions of American homes, food would become purer, its 
naturalness less constrained by additives and processed ingredients; 
clothing would become more sexual and revealing, home décor more 
authentic and rustic: sex more orgiastic; relationships more earnest and 
sincere (Binkley 2007:4). 
As I’m going to further analyze, the Coop is more integrated, more diverse 
than Park Slope ever was.  In fact, between 1978-1980 half of the people who 
joined the Coop were Black162 which converted from being mostly all White to 
a real mix, still more White than Black but the members’ population was 
changing. This phenomenon could be linked to the second wave of the 
gentrification in Park Slope, with the establishment of the first group of 
yuppies during the early 1980s, in which there were Black, as well as White, 
middle/upper class newcomers:  
I think the Black people that were joining were young people, kind of the, they were obviously 
very different because of different cultures in America and there's a lot of cultures that don't 
mix or are side-by-side but, yet, I suspect that a lot of the people who joined who were b=Black 
were very, you know, were thinking a little bit outside of the box as they say, you know what I 
mean?  So sort of like that's who the White people were that were starting the Coop, they were 
a little unusual.  They were unusual in they were starting to learn. They had learned about, 
that maybe the mainstream American diet was not what really they wanted to do with their 
lives, in terms of what they were going to eat and maybe political in terms of progressive, all 
those movements from the late '60s, from the '60s and early '70s, we were part of that so 
more.  (Joe) 
                                                                                                                                       
governed	   by	   an	   assembly	   called	   the	   General	   Meeting	   (“GM”),	   and	   that	   tradition	   was	   continued	  
following	  incorporation	  in	  1977.	  	  
162	  Black	  who	  lived	  in	  other	  Brooklyn’s	  neighborhoods,	  like	  Bed	  Stuyvesant,	  where	  food	  stores	  are	  of	  
poor	  quality,	  joined	  the	  Coop.	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8.1.2 “Like Emotional Space”163. Experiencing emotions, the legacy of altruism and 
the politics of solidarity at the Park Slope Food Coop  
As we previously saw from the memories of Joe, the starting was not simple 
at all, but the effects on the members’ community are really interesting. The 
Coop is not only experienced as a legal and social space, many of them in fact 
describe it also a sort of release space from the everyday complexities of the 
city in which they live. Someone else, instead, perceived the Coop as an 
emotional space, like Amy, who – as a famous novel writer – belong to the 
“Celebrities” block of the neighborhood164:  
I love the Coop.  I mean I think we knew about it before we bought the apartment.  We joined 
like one or two weeks after we moved.  You know, I was going there because I had the baby 
and, you know, you start thinking about, you know, when you're pregnant you want to eat 
healthy, blah, blah, blah and so I used to go to Park Slope Yoga for prenatal yoga, and then 
shop at the Coop afterwards.  And my husband cooks almost every night so he liked it because 
of the vegetables, and organic… and eating healthy… and all of that. (...) Like, there's a lot of 
anger around baby carriages or in the aisles.  It's a symbol, right of like taking up too much 
space or you have a crying baby.  It's so annoying.  Why are they doing that, blah, blah, blah?  
Then you have people who seem like… I mean I hear people say a lot get out of my way, you're 
in my way.  You know, and it's always like a much bigger, they're not really talking about 
small space.  They're talking about big space and it's just interesting to me because you have 
all these different kinds of people who are taking up, you know, different amounts of... like 
“emotional space”.  (Amy, 38, moved in the neighborhood in 2004, joined the Food Coop in 
2004, Writer. Interviewed in March 2012). 
Here Amy is referring to the Coop as a sort of territory where members can 
express their emotions, their worries, their anxieties and, probably, the things 
that made them annoyed. Again, members demonstrate a strong sense of 
community, interpreting the Coop as a very familiar space where it is allowed 
to show feelings and emotions though. In this light, one of the hottest issues 
seems to be about very difficult working experiences with some members, 
taking into account asymmetric power relationship: 
                                                
163	  Amy,	  Writer,	  interviewed	  in	  March	  2012.	  	  
164	  The	  area	  of	  Park	  Slope	  bounded	  between	  the	  park,	  President	  and	  Union	  streets	  and	  Eighth	  avenue	  
is	  famous	  for	  having	  one	  of	  the	  highest	  rate	  of	  celebrity	  residents,	  as	  I	  have	  explained	  in	  the	  previous	  
Chapter.	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Emily: I think, you know, there’s a lot of bad attitude at the Coop of all different kinds, and 
there’s a lot of good attitude (…) My first time working there was in the office and there was a 
woman in the office who is the most miserable nasty person.  And I go there – now, I am a 
trained person, I am a therapist, I’ve been in group therapy, I’ve lived in a commune, I have 
faced all kinds of difficult people in my life… but,  by the end of that two and a half hours I 
was ready to quit the Coop. I was practically crying.  She was just a bitch!  And I… like… 
this is the food Coop. She had a tone in her voice like if you said where is something, it would 
be, uhh, it’s over there.  I can’t remember… but, I just remember the power: I was ready to 
quit.  The next time I went back and I realized that she… 
Lidia:  Were you saying the power? 
E.:  The power. 
L.:  Yeah. 
E.:  Yeah, I guess so.  But it’s just that… there are just… I mean, a few of the coordinators are 
like that (…) And then I went back to that office job a month later, it was like four weeks later, 
and I was like, oh my god!  And I said, she’s just… and I learned how to handle her. (Emily, 
64, moved in the neighborhood in 1969, joined the Food Coop in 1993, Psychotherapist. 
Interviewed in February 2012). 
I was very interested about such different subjective expressions of power that 
squad leaders or other coordinators use on regular members, similar to the 
one I have first-hand experienced, described in Chapter 6. When I asked to 
Joe, he explained to me that the position of the Food Coop managers about 
these behaviors is just to tolerate: 
Oh some people are abusing the squad leader role, is that what you mean, like they're on a 
power trip sometimes? “This is my three hours every 28 days I get to be this, I am the leader.” 
I know, sometimes people do a great job of that and there's different styles of doing that job 
and the Coop is tolerant of many different styles of that.  We don't micromanage that.  We 
understand, I understand there are different styles. (Joe) 
As we discussed, the Squad Leader takes on extra responsibility, making sure 
things run smoothly by helping to organize their squad165. However, they are 
not simply squad managers. They feel they have a “special power” within 
their people squad (see an ironic representation of that in Figure 65) and, on 
                                                
165	  Squad	  Leaders	  introduce	  new	  members	  to	  the	  squad,	  manage	  the	  attendance	  book,	  communicate	  
changes	   in	   procedure	   to	   the	   squad,	   manage	   the	   flow	   of	   work	   on	   the	   squad	   and	   call	   brief	   squad	  
meetings	   to	  discuss	  any	  problems	  that	  might	  have	  arisen,	  among	  other	  duties.	  Finally,	   they	  will	  pay	  
attention	  to	  whether	  members	  are	  happy	  with	  the	  work	  they	  are	  doing	  within	  the	  squad	  and	  whether	  
or	  not	  adjustments	  need	  to	  be	  made.	  The	  Coop	  supports	  Squad	  Leaders	  in	  gaining	  an	  overview	  of	  all	  
jobs	  on	   their	   squads	  and	  of	  how	   the	   store	   is	   functioning	  during	   their	   shifts	   (Source:	  The	  Park	  Slope	  
Food	  Coop	  Membership	  Manual).	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one side this is not getting the manager’s attention, and on the other side it is 
reinforced by the Coop itself: 
Folks, folks! Here is the Office, I know it’s a busy Saturday afternoon, and it’s raining 
outside... But we do need a couple of Leaders for the Shopping Squad in Week B for the shift 
from 6:00 p.m. to 8:45 p.m. If you feel to take this responsibility, please do it! If you have the 
desire to be the leader of your squad, if you have any leadership at the Coop, please come to the 
Office, it’s time to do it, and we need you! [Voice from the Food Coop’s speakers]  
(« Field note », November.12.2011) 
 
Figure 65, “You’re suspended,” the entrance worker at the Park Slope Food Coop 
announced as I swiped my membership card. Illustration by Jon Keegan 
Source: “Flunking Out at the Food Co-op”, article published on The New York Times 
by Alana Joblin Ain on October 23, 2009  
In this sense we can say that the squad leaders are exceptional characters, who 
sometimes take advantages of their power to make their co-workers 
uncomfortable, while other times can be really good managers who know 
how to make fun on these spiteful behaviors. Like Gus, who criticizes those 
attitudes and who describes the Food Coop as the “Soviet Union!” His point is 
October 25, 2009    
Illustration by Jon Keegan
Copyright 2009 The New York Times Company
N.Y. / Region > Image > http://www.nytimes.com/imagepages/2009/10/25/nyregion/22coop...
1 di 1 10/03/12 20:14
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all about the changes in the neighborhood and, of course, in the political 
commitment behind the Food Coop. As he discussed, left-wing activists of the 
1970s that believed in the political outlet of a food cooperative movement 
might be very different from contemporary liberal progressive members (as 
well as neighborhood newcomers) whom are joining the Coop just because of 
the great food at great prices! In this sense, Gus told me that the Coop it is not 
the Soviet Union (aka the Communism), or - at least - not anymore. 
My  first  impression  of  the  place  was  that  it  was  kind  of  a  hippy  place.  That  was  right  
before   the  extension.   It  was  still   the  old  building,   it  was  still  all  one  building.  They  
were  in  the  process  of  raising  the  extension  to  the  new  building,  so  it  was  growing,  
the  Food  Coop.  At   first   I  didn’t   like   it  very  much.  Not   that   I  didn’t   like   it,   I  wasn’t  
interested  very  much   in  …  in   the  politics  yeah.   I  was  more   interested   in   the  prices,  
the  quality  and  the  prices,  yeah.  I  have  to  say  I  like  the  place,  it’s  kind  of  friendly.  But  
I   knew   since   the   beginning   that…   because   people   have   many   different   points   of  
view.  Everybody  seems  to  be  kind  of   liberal  but  right  now  it   is  so  obvious  with  the  
boycott  issue166.  There  is  definitely  a  group  of  people  that  tends  to  be  mostly  liberal.  I  
never  perceived  the  place  to  be  run  like  some  people  complain  that  the  place  is  being  
run…   like   the  Soviet  Union!!!  You  never  heard   this  kind  of   comment?  Sometimes   I  
wear  this  T-­‐‑  It  is  kind  of…  an  ironic  comment  because  this  is  not...  see?  shirt  [See  the  
photo  of  Gus’  T-­‐‑shirt  in    
Figure 66]. I remember the Soviet Union because I lived during the Cold War. This is not the 
Soviet Union, okay? It was quite different. I went to West Berlin in 1978 and 1976, my first 
trip to Europe, and I quite remember what Eastern Europe used to be.  It was quite different 
then, but anyways, it is not that. I think most people just joined because of the food, the 
quality of the food and it is just a comment. I think the older members tend to be more on the 
left than the younger because it was funded mostly on an idea of a commune, an idea of 
getting not just getting good food at good prices but you also get some kind of a social 
concerns. Maybe they are not so relevant to some of the younger people. Maybe I just make 
judgment. (Gus, 60, member of the gay community, moved in Park Slope in 1987, joined the 
Coop in 2001, Financier, Interviewed in March 2012). 
Indeed, no matter if you are a “simple” volunteer-worker or a “powerful” 
squad leader, because being a member of the Food Coop it is a real 
commitment. This assumption is well known all over Park Slope, and is one of 
the main reason to get (or not) affiliated. You need to remember the day in 
                                                
166	  At	  the	  time	  of	  the	  interview	  the	  Park	  Slope	  Food	  Coop	  was	  going	  to	  vote	  to	  decide	  whether	  to	  hold	  
a	  referendum	  on	  a	  boycott	  of	  Israeli	  products.	  See	  paragraph	  8.1.5	  as	  a	  reference.	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which you have to work every four weeks, at what time, to regularly pay your 
membership investment167, attend to the monthly meeting, and many other 
things if you want to be part of the Food Coop community. 
 
	  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
  
  
Figure 66, Gus is kindly showing 
his T-shirt at the Park Slope Food 
Coop. 
Author’s archive. 
 
I run all way down Fifth Avenue from Twelfth Street to Union Street... I don’t want be late, 
sixteen blocks, phew... I don’t want to be yelled at by the squad leader, ah!! I did it! Tonight 
the squad leader is a black woman of about fifty, she looks nice and is smiling, she wears 
glasses, she has short hair and she assigns me to the entrance, at the mini-desk to check the 
magnetic cards and member status. I am overjoyed by this position because I can control 
everything that is happening at the front door and at the same time I can see people 
interacting with the cashiers or people who are standing in the lines and also part of the aisles. 
There are only white people at the entrance control center, tonight. A customer is coming, a 
young woman in her thirties with a kind of intellectual attitude... She places the membership 
card for the bar code control.  I check the desk pc screen to control her situation and I say, 
"You have an investment alert. Please remember to pay your monthly investment in the next 
                                                
167	  All	  members	  must	  pay	  a	  one-­‐time,	  non-­‐refundable	  joining	  fee	  ($25)	  and	  contribute	  an	  investment	  
($100)	  to	  the	  Coop.	  If	  one	  decides	  to	  end	  the	  membership	  at	  any	  time	  for	  any	  reason,	  the	  investment	  
will	  be	  returned.	  The	  joining	  fee	  and	  the	  refundable	  investment	  are	  due	  within	  the	  first	  four	  weeks	  of	  
membership,	   however,	   if	   members	   need	   more	   time	   to	   make	   these	   payments,	   extended	   payment	  
plans	  are	  available	  upon	  request	  to	  the	  Membership	  Office.	  Indeed,	  people	  who	  receive	  certain	  types	  
of	  income-­‐based	  assistance,	  have	  a	  reduction	  on	  both	  the	  joining	  fee	  ($5),	  and	  the	  investment	  ($10).	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few days ... but you can shop tonight," and she answers, “Ohhh you’re right, ohhh thank you, 
thank you....” (« Field note », March.23.2012) 
Interestingly, the Coop has a very strict surveillance to not allow non-
members or members not in a good stance (with payments or work slot) to 
enter and shop. This control function is operated through the membership 
card control, but also through the volunteer workers, like me at the entrance 
desk. 
Anyway, I must carefully control the member statuses because if someone enters with an 
inactive status (because of some issue with payments or work shifts) at the end of shopping 
they will not be allowed to pay because they have a “suspended” status! Here, there comes 
another one:  a woman, a middle-aged woman with short gray hair. She is wearing glasses, a 
gray V-neck sweater, a light shirt and a tie ... It almost seems that she likes to show up in 
order to display her lesbian look to the whole society of the Food Coop. I know, maybe this is 
her normal dress, however there is a certain prod in gay and lesbian people behavior when 
come into the Coop. In the meantime, while I’m taking notes, at the entrance there is an issue 
in the front because the automatic glass door does not want to work so customers are forced to 
use the exit door in both directions, creating an abnormal flow, walking in the opposite 
direction from the cashiers to the desk control where I am!! In this, I also joined the Coop on of 
people – oh no, it’s happening again… Each time there is someone who tries to "gatecrash" 
into the Food Coop.  There is always someone! This time it's a big black guy with a sign 
around his neck that says Hello who is trying to come in ... "Hey, I’m saying ... where are you 
going?? Heeeyyy…" Ohhh what a f… he is running, and I am running back to him.  Ok I 
reach him and he pretends not to notice me.  Maybe he has some issues so I just ask him 
politely to come out! Meanwhile, two young Japanese guys come in asking what kind of 
supermarket it is and if they can take a look. So I call the squad leader and ask if she can take 
them for a guided tour of the Food Coop and they go together... and here I am again at the 
entrance desk: "Hello!", "OK, you're active!", "Have a good night", "Oh, you have a work 
alert and your grace period will expire in ten days!” (« Field note », September.23.2011) 
The sketch I’m presenting now is part of my field notes and shows that, 
despite this sense of race and class division, the neighborhood is still 
experiencing the legacy of altruism and the politics of solidarity. As I have 
observed in this scene, people that belong to different social groups and are at 
the same time members of the Food Coop, often use their sense of community 
to support and help lower income families. 
Tonight I'm quite tired at the end of my shift. We are going to close when a Black mother with 
two children and a cart full of groceries passes in front of me at the mini-entrance desk. The 
lady is in her forties, she is tall and thin, she is wearing simple clothes.  I would say poor, lean 
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kind of clothes.  And from the expression of her face she seems very tired... One of the two 
children is a little boy, he looks like three or four years old, while the second child is a girl 
maybe about eight. This little girl with long braids has two incredible “panther” eyes. While 
the mother goes to the cashier, she passes by the central desk to ask if we have some quarters to 
give her... I am curious about the scene and so I keep my eyes on her. My colleague on the 
opposite desk says to the girl that unfortunately she uses every quarter for the laundry, so the 
girl goes back to her mother empty-handed. I am thinking that her mother is scolding her, 
because she is repeating over and over again to her daughter, “Stop! You can’t buy anything 
more. I have already paid for shopping.  We must go now!!” So the mother, with the grocery 
bags, goes into the exit area and begins loading the bags into the baby stroller but suddenly 
something happens. The children run back into the supermarket, disappearing among the 
customers. After a few seconds we all see them coming back, running, still with the bag on her 
shoulder, toward their mother at the exit. Normally every person who shops at the Food Coop 
must pass a final check of either bill and bags before going out, it’s a Coop rule! But no one 
checked the girl. We all have seen the scene, but no one spoke, and no one has checked. I 
specifically looked at the expression of the exit guardian, who even tried to turn the face in the 
opposite direction, pretending not to see. (« Field note », November.11.2011) 
That night, I can assume that all the people were working at the co-op have 
supposed that the little girl stolen something that her mother couldn’t afford, 
but no one had any reaction; the Food Coop members, in that case, have really 
paid attention at the community value of solidarity by helping their ‘own’ 
people. Solidarity can be conceived in multiple ways, and there are – or course 
– different ontological and normative assumptions related. What I propose 
here is a type of solidarity based on a notion of community and belonging. 
Similar to what Bayertz (1999) has conceptualized as community solidarity, it 
is constituted by reference to the neighborhood/block/street they live, 
community institution they belong, as well as their political preferences, 
family kinships, and religious confession. This “community and belonging” 
kind of solidarity draws on group-specific particularities. Max Weber 
illustrates this point in his work on ethic group relations for instance.  
He argues that “almost any kind of similarity and contrast of habitus and 
habits can become the cause of the subjective belief that affinity or dis-affinity 
exists between groups that attract or repel each other” (Weber [1922] 
2010:306). Accordingly to Kapeller and Wolkenstein,  
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the implications resulting from such an understanding of solidarity are 
context-specific in a double way. First, they depend on the constitutive 
traits or significant particularities of different groups. Second, they 
depend on the constellation of these signifiers and the associated group-
affiliations in a specific situation (2013:486). 
Yet, one warning is necessary. This form of solidarity is dependent on the 
shared cultural and moral horizon of a specific community. What happened in 
Park Slope was that while the neighborhood community has been 
experiencing a huge socio-economic change during the process of 
gentrification, the culture, the politics, and such emphasis on the mutuality of 
moral norms has almost remained the same. Undoubtedly, the Park Slope 
Food Coop works as a community institution, and it can be at the same time 
“a vehicle for social inclusion as well as a source of exclusionary practices 
based on deepening of existing social ruptures and conflicts” (Wilde 
2007:173). 
Above I discussed how solidarity can be framed and justified in a long-term 
community institution of a neighborhood experiencing a long process of 
gentrification. Accordingly to Kapeller and Wolkenstein, I hold that 
“interpreting solidarity is crucial for understanding political dynamics” 
(2013:488). It is possible, in fact, to shed light on the very foundation of the 
politics of neighborhood institutions by interpretatively uncovering the 
manifold meanings solidarity may have.  
As I mentioned before, the sense of community is a value that has been 
socially constructed in Park Slope since the arrival of the first wave of 
pioneers at the end of the 1960s. Indeed, it has been nurtured and evolved and 
set the model for the neighborhood institutions, as the Food Coop clearly 
exemplifies. Especially in such a complex urban context – as we discussed in 
the theoretical introduction in Part One – the dependency of the individual on 
its neighborhood institutions figures most prominently and proves to be 
constitutive for community. 
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So ten o'clock is coming and we close the entrance doors.  The day at Food Coop is going to 
finish and we have to clean up our shopping area. It's always interesting to attend the final 
meeting of the shopping squad because, unlike other committees, the squad leader makes this a 
real public discourse, gathering all the volunteers who worked in the work slot. It is the time 
when the leaders sum up the evening or they highlight issues or they just give any warnings 
of changes in the regulations of the Food Coop. But, above all, is the very final moment that is 
amazing.  And tonight the squad leader concludes, "And I really wanna thank all the people 
in this slot tonight, THE BEST TEAM EVER, RIGHT HERE, RIGHT NOW!" And so, 
encouraged by this inspirational speech, I am going out of the worker exit of PSFC, the mythic 
Park Slope Food Coop, feeling excited as if I were at the end of a Madonna concert, walking 
back along Fifth Avenue, sixteen blocks toward South Slope, by night. (Field notes, 
March.5.2012) 
In summary, what I find truly new and important is that the Food Coop’s 
members solidarity points to that paradox I rose above, about how they 
“achieve pleasure and exert power”.  This is, I believe, the central problem of 
gentrification: the balance between, or the combination of, pleasure and 
power. As I will discuss more in detail at the very conclusion of this work, 
balancing pleasure and power is a social, political, and moral problem.  It 
brings together many of the concerns of Coop members and expresses the 
central thesis of this study. 
8.1.3 “The Coop is more integrated, more diverse than Park Slope ever was”168. 
Seeking Community and Performing Diversity 
Even though many members reported that it can sometimes be annoying to 
have to interact with “crazy people” when all you're trying to do is your 
shopping, the overall feeling about the Coop is positive, especially because it 
is so diverse.   
Well, I think – I mean, the great thing, it’s probably one of the most integrated places in New 
York City where you have all ages, all races, all religions.  And I think that’s an exposure you 
don’t really get that often.  You know, you can go to your shift and be working with a 
Muslim, an Orthodox Jew, you know, a 14-year-old whose mother sent him to work, you 
know, an old lady, gays, lesbians, transgender, you know. (Emily) 
                                                
168	  Emily,	  Psychotherapist,	  interviewed	  in	  February	  2012.	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But why does diversity occur on a membership bases in a dedicated 
community? In the words of Amy, the writer: 
I like the fact that you have Hasidic people, West Indians, upper middle class, White people, 
what’s it called, Sufis.  You know with this thing I find that the fact that people basically get 
along, are basically courteous to each other, all these different people can have their needs met, 
it's almost like the... it's a level of diversity that doesn’t really exist in the neighborhood itself.  
So I actually enjoy going in there because it's kind of rest bed from the homogeneity of the 
neighborhood, you know what I mean.  In other words, like for example, growing up in 
Brooklyn Heights our building had a lot of gay men and a lot of African American people 
because there was an income cap.  You couldn’t make more than a certain amount of money. 
So it attracted single gay men who weren’t necessarily making a lot of money and African 
American people.  Well, our building was not like Brooklyn—the larger neighborhood of 
Brooklyn Heights.  So I kind of feel the same way.  I’m making an analogy, right.  Just to say I 
kind of feel the same way in the Coop that it's within parts though.  But if you did a census of 
11215, right, and you included all the people in the Coop at a given moment, it would be 
totally different results. And that’s the other thing I should have added:  you see more—aside 
from the groups that I already mentioned – you see more sexual diversity, I mean if you can 
guess about sexuality from looking at someone, and much more age diversity.  (Amy). 
Here it is not that diversity can be accepted in the Coop and not in a 
residential neighborhood but we have to deal with the fact that while the 
displacement of lower-income people have been occurred all along the last 40 
years, the Coop has been encouraging diversity by welcoming new residents 
as well as maintaining long-term ones (and the ones who, despite being 
displaced, are still volunteering and shopping there). We can argue that 
membership in the Coop “suspends” social class by avoiding “members’ 
displacement”. However, this has a perverse effect: by sustaining the 
community social mix (no matter if just the one of a cooperative market and 
not anymore at the neighborhood level), the Food Coop has been nurturing 
the newcomers’ desire for diversity and difference. 
Indeed, this doesn’t mean that the Food Coop is an idyllic world.  On the 
contrary, the possible misunderstandings are everyday troubles, as we can see 
in these two examples: 
Gus: One of the outside workers who work, I call them the schleppers because they schlep, in 
the old Yiddish language.  
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Lidia: How do you write, s..?  
G.: S C H E L E P P I’m sorry it’s not an I it’s an E it is something with my Spanish because 
E and it is two Ps, P P E R S.  
L.: Okay the schleppers. 
G.: I call them schleppers because they carry these things169. Anyway, there was a Black 
customer and she wanted somebody to help her carry the stuff, you know, push the food cart 
all the way to Vanderbilt, which is one block – it is not a bad area, it is a good area, which is 
one block from Flatbush, actually two blocks from Flatbush. But that section of Brooklyn still 
is mostly Black. Flatbush was like the limit of the White section, the south and the Black. Now 
it is more mixed. The woman, the help, she said ‘no, I don’t want to go over there because that 
is a very dangerous section.’ And the customer she… I can see that she became angry but she 
was trying to be polite. She perceived that the woman, the White woman, didn’t want to go 
there because they were Black. But in my situation I perceived the White woman didn’t want 
to go to that section it is not because the section is Black, it is because it is dangerous. Black 
people tend to see race as the first issue I thought it was… of that, you know.  
L.: A misunderstanding...  
G.: Yeah it is not blatant, it is not in your face racism or kind of a… but I think it is different 
interpretation. It is true that the area is mostly Black and it is true that maybe it is more 
dangerous on top of it but it is not more dangerous because it is Black. It is more dangerous 
because it is a lower income people. But for the woman who lived there who was a Black 
middle-class woman at the Food Coop she perceived the situation that this White woman 
doesn’t want to help me come over there because it’s a Black section. And the White woman 
who didn’t want to go over there because it was mostly something she perceived as being 
dangerous. I think it was a mix of segregation issues but like different issues. I think that 
happens sometimes. Some people complain about it.  I never felt it at all. (Gus) 
Among all, diversity is a contested issue and it might bring in it 
misunderstandings and confusion. As Amy, told me one time we meet at 
s’Nice bar: 
So I have a friend who’s Greek.  So he looks like he could be like you, like Italian.  He looks like 
he could be Middle Eastern.  He looks like he could be Latino.  So he had a supervisor, who’s 
this Latino guy and he said that the supervisor was being very flirtatious with some of the 
women and he asked him to do something.  His name is Taso… He said, I can't do that 
because I have an injury or something.  And then Jimmie, I think it was Jimmie, the 
supervisor, starts speaking to him in Spanish in a rude way.  He said, I don't understand 
what you're saying, I’m Greek.  But it was like, the way he described it was, you know it was 
just very interesting because there was a whole… there was gender thing going on, there was 
an ethnic thing going on. (Amy) 
                                                
169	   Gus	   here	   is	   referring	   to	   the	   “Cart	   Return	   workers”	   who	   walk	   shoppers	   to	   their	   cars,	   homes	   or	  
subways/bus	  stops	  within	  a	  certain	  designated	  area,	  and	  then	  return	  the	  shopping	  carts	  to	  the	  Coop.	  
The	  Coop	  offers	  this	  service	  to	  assist	  members	  but	  also	  to	  reduce	  parking	  congestion	   in	  front	  of	  the	  
Coop,	  and	  to	  prevent	  cars	   from	  blocking	  the	  firehouse	  driveway.	  Member	  workers	  who	  provide	  this	  
service	  wear	  neon	  vests	  so	  that	  shopping	  members	  can	  easily	   identify	  them	  (Source:	  The	  Park	  Slope	  
Food	  Coop	  Membership	  Manual).	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To better understand, I managed an appointment with Taso to ask his version 
of this story: 
I was in receiving and it was my second time working there ever so I didn't know what was 
going on and I was doing a different job.  So it was the first time I was doing this job and I 
was breaking down boxes and putting them… I was putting them in the baler, which is the 
big machine that squashes them down right. Okay.  And you know they have that graphic on 
it and it looks like somebody’s getting their hands cut off.  So I didn't know how to use it.  So I 
said to the supervisor – and he was talking to three girls – I said, excuse me, can you show me 
how to use this machine. He’s a young guy, maybe in his late 20s, early 30s.  And he was the 
squad leader and you know he’s an employee there. So I said, excuse me, can you show me 
how to use this machine?  And he turned around and he said, well you better learn.  And you 
know I was surprised because it's the Coop and I didn't expect to be treated disrespectfully 
and I said, well that was the point of me asking you how to use it, is that I need to learn how 
to use it. And then he said something to me in Spanish.  And I said, I’m sorry I don't speak 
Spanish.  And again he said, well you better learn, you're in Brooklyn, and I was like, I know 
where I am and I’m Greek, I don't have to learn Spanish for you or anybody else.  You know, 
and then he was nasty to me the rest of the shift.  And every time he sees me now, he like, he 
gives me a…Yeah.  Higher volume, he definitely, not shouting but he raised his voice. He was 
trying to look like he was in charge in front of the girls and by making somebody else look 
small he thinks he looks bigger. I’m only guessing, you know, but you know you expect that 
kind of behavior in the street in the Brooklyn or somewhere else but not at the Coop, you 
know. I don't work with him any more though. (Taso, 42, firstly moved in the neighborhood 
in 1985, and then again in 2011, joined the Coop in 2011, Business owner. Interviewed in 
March 2012). 
Interestingly, inequalities at the Food Coop do not happen just between 
coordinators and volunteer members, but also among the members 
themselves. The Park Slope Food Coop, as we discussed, is known for its 
sacred requirement: to shop each member must volunteer 2 hours and 45 
minutes every four weeks. Shirkers are penalized by having to work twice the 
amount of time they missed. That all members should be equal as they enjoy 
their organic apples, locally made kimchi and upstate organic beef at sweat-
equity prices is the root of the utopian ideals on which the co-op was founded. 
The allegation that some super rich members were sending their nannies to 
fulfill their work shifts170 has raised eyebrows and discussion of how the last 
wave of gentrifiers is able to sustain such exorbitantly expensive yet leisurely 
                                                
170	   See	   more	   in	   one	   of	   the	   newspaper	   articles	   which	   published	   the	   news:	   “At	   a	   Food	   Co-­‐op,	   a	  
Discordant	  Thought:	  Nannies	  Covering	  Shifts”	  by	  Anemona	  Hartocollis	  and	  Juliet	  Linderman,	  published	  
on	  The	  New	  York	  Times	  on	  February	  17,	  2011.	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lifestyle in Park Slope. A member named Joseph, with 30 years of co-op work 
under his belt, called them "more than elitist! Elitist is paying somebody $100 
to take your shift," he said. "This is completely unfair. It’s all about equity, and 
there are so many levels of inequity here." This is truly beyond parody and, 
again, talk about the shift in the population generated by the gentrification 
evolution and the practices of new, super (rich) gentrifiers. 
As I have examined, lines of difference and division have developed 
alongside Park Slope’s social groups. In this context the Food Coop provide 
an interesting case to look at the multiple meanings of solidarity, or its 
political relevance, and how solidarity it is strongly connected to community 
and belonging. 
8.1.4 The Food Coop Politics 
Today we know that peaceful solutions won’t 
come from our governments. It is only through 
our people power: to stand together in solidarity 
across borders and identities, acknowledge our 
link in the chain and send a collective statement 
to oppressed people everywhere: we are with 
you. As a Coop, we have that people power. We 
have the power to choose what we eat. 
 
March 8th, 2012 - Linewaiters’ Gazette, page 6 
Official newspaper of the Park Slope Food Coop 
(bold is in the original). 
	  
“Food is deeply politicized”. With this assumption, Johnston and Baumann 
(2010:128) trace in their book Foodies the reflection and the re-production of 
societal power division of economic and cultural capital in North American 
eating discourse. Talking about eco eating (local and organic) and limiting 
meat means not only engaging with culinary discourses. In fact, the authors 
offer a critical-oriented analysis in how “foodie discourses shape how social 
agents do (and do not) respond to social injustices and ecological degradation 
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in the food system, since discourse constructs normative boundaries of 
accountability and responsibility for these issues” (ibid.:38). In this respect, the 
little excerpt quoted above here suggests a significant perspective on how 
food operates at the level of class and distinction and indirectly maintains and 
reproduces social inequality.  
Thinking about this case, the Food Coop seems to be the only point of unity 
between the groups, but is it true? Or is it in reality “the perfect place” in 
which the social construction of repertoires about food, ethical consumption 
and volunteer actions allow gentrifiers to draw/reinforce boundaries? In sum, 
could e a democratic food coop be a perfect place to do gentrification politics? 
An interesting example was offered to me during the debate for the Israel 
boycott. 
At the last Park Slope Food Coop monthly meeting on March 27th 2012, 2000 
people, two thousand Park Slope Food Coop members171 in fact, voted to 
decide whether to hold a referendum on a boycott172 of Israeli products. 
Calling for a boycott of Israeli-made foods was without a doubt a symbolic 
gesture which reflects the socially conscious membership on one side and the 
highly active constituency of the gentrifiers’ politics on the other.   The debate 
was divisive and in over nearly ninety minutes about four dozen speakers 
stepped to the microphone and made their arguments in just a one-minute 
speech per member slot. Here I report some of those speeches, which I 
recorded and transcribed as field data. 
                                                
171	  The	  Park	  Slope	  Food	  Coop	  membership	  has	  over	  16,000	  members.	  
172	  Coop	  policy	  dictates	  that	  existing	  boycotts	  are	  discontinued	  unless	  renewed	  annually.	  Since	  2004,	  
the	   PSFC	   has	   boycotted	   Coca-­‐Cola	   products	   (including	   Minute	   Maid	   and	   Odwalla),	   citing	   the	  
company's	   labor	  practices	  and	  exploitation	  of	  natural	  resources	  in	  third-­‐world	  countries.	  Since	  2010,	  
the	  PSFC	  has	  boycotted	  Flaum	  Appetizing	  Products	  for	  violations	  of	  labor	  law.	  Flaum	  is	  a	  local	  kosher	  
producer	  known	  for	  hummus	  sold	  under	  its	  "Mike	  &	  Joe's"	  label.	  Moreover,	  in	  2008,	  the	  PSFC	  General	  
Meeting	   resolved	   that	   the	   coop	  would	   discontinue	   selling	   bottled	  water	   and	   stop	   providing	   plastic	  
shopping	  bags	  at	  checkout.	  (Source:	  Linewaiters’	  Gazette)	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Speaker 1:  “Passover,” marks the “Exodus of the Jews from Mitsrayim,” which is usually 
translated as “Egypt,” but can actually be better translated as the “narrow spaces.”  I want to 
talk about the narrow spaces that happen within the Jewish community.  The idea that we 
would rather shut down [inaudible] of the images that we saw on the screen earlier, and the 
idea that we should shut down our very hearts and our souls to the suffering Palestinians.  I 
am proud to be a Jew, but I am ashamed at what they have done to my name and of what is 
being done in the name of security.  I want the right to participate in the democratic vote 
about what kind of Israeli products and I hope you all will join me.  Thank you.   
 
Speaker 2:  I have been a Coop member since 1991. Other people can speak on politics, but I 
would like to thank the BDS173 for introducing me to some of the wonderful Israeli products 
that we sell at Coop.  I have always enjoyed the cruelty-free vegan marshmallows, although 
my other family members prefer “CampFire” brand. I have recently bought Israeli couscous, 
which is excellent.  So thanks BDS, for encouraging me to buy more Israeli products than I 
normally would.  I will continue to do that and I urge all members who are against BDS and 
this referendum to do the same. I am sick and tired of the nasty negativity this divisive issue 
has brought to my grocery store.  Though it's very sad, I recommend to vote against the 
referendum. Please make it stop.  Thanks.  
 
Speaker 3:  I want to talk a little bit about democracy.  From a lot of what I've heard from a lot 
of my discussions with the pro boycott people over the last two weeks, there has been this move 
to define a “yes” referendum to pro-democracy, and a “no” referendum to anti-democracy.  I 
just ask you to challenge that thought.  In California, when gays were denied their right to 
marry, the people that brought that vote up said it was democracy.  In Tennessee, when they 
voted to not let Muslims build a Mosque that vote was hidden behind the idea of democracy.  
Democracy is not a weapon whereby you hold one nation to standards to which you hold no 
other nation.  There is a path to peace.  This is not it.  “No,” on this referendum is not “no” to 
democracy, and a “yes” on this referendum, is not a “yes” for democracy.  That is not 
democracy.  So I ask you to vote “No.”  Thank you. 
 
Speaker 4:  Three years ago, I came to the first General Meeting I ever went to the entire time 
I have been in the Coop, since 2004, and I suggested to vote to boycott Israel after watching 
twenty-three days of people in Gaza being massacred by Israeli forces. It was horrific to see 
that kind of destruction... [audience shouting]  
-- COOP Leader:  Excuse me.  Let me remind you what I said earlier, “Everybody's opinion 
that is expressed is being based on mutual respect.” Everybody up here deserves the same 
respect as every member in the audience.   Thank you. 
-- Speaker 4 continued:  At the end of those 23 days...1400 people, Palestinians were dead.  I 
just want to also clarify that today's vote is not the issue.  The issue itself… today's issue is 
not whether or not we boycott Israel, it's about “who” gets to vote.  Should it be left to the 
16,000 members of this Coop to have a voice in this matter?  I believe this for the fact that 
almost 2,000 people have shown up here so that every member...most people have some kind of 
opinion and I feel it's important that we all participate in a democratic process, regardless of 
where we stand on BDS or whether we should boycott Israel is that we should have a voice in 
the matter.  I would like to say...to remind those of us, who may not know about the Coop's 
mission statement it is, “to avoid products that result in the exploitation of others.”   
                                                
173	  BDS	  is	  the	  acronym	  for	  the	  “Israeli	  Boycott,	  Divestment,	  &	  Sanctions”	  movement.	  
 
 
 
 
 
Manzo	  2014	   The	  University	  of	  Trento	  
370	  
To address the question of the Coop politics, I traced above here some of the 
ideologies that took part of the boycott discourse: among all, we can see again 
solidarity as well as consumerism and citizenship. If consumerism on one side 
exacerbates status distinctions, citizenship on the other entails a collective 
politics targeting social and economic problems in the food system. These 
competing entities could be considered as ideal-typical end points on a 
spectrum of everyday food politics. 
From what I have seen, the products that we carry at the Coop have definitely resulted in 
exploiting others [ph].  Whether it is circuitry devices that have been built on Palestinian land 
and have been taken over by Israeli sectors or hummus, [ph] which actually funds the Israeli 
defense forces to continue their process of ethnic cleansing [audience shouting]  and also the 
… plan [audience shouting] is that BDS is equated with the destruction of... [audience 
shouting] I would really appreciate it if we could all just simmer down.  I will be respectful to 
you when you get up here.  BDS is not about destroying Israel, much like the opposition 
would like to have you believe, it is about a nonviolent, peace process... 
-- COOP Leader:  Sorry, your time is up. Folks, I hate to say it again.  Nowhere in my 
experience [inaudible], no one has been asked to leave, we don't want that to happen.  I am 
reminding you, this is a corporate meeting… with each other no matter what opinion is 
expressed. Please go on.”  Thank you. 
 
That night members of the Park Slope Food Coop voted against the motion to 
join the international boycott against products made in Israel. “Total ballots 
cast tonight: 1662 and there were only four with a blank.  Those voting yes 
number 653; those voting no, 1009.  I would like to thank the presenters” 
(Coop Leader, March 27th 2012). It was the end of a significant debate that for 
many months divided both members and neighbors, as we can see in these 
two positions: 
It seems too much for me but it also seems unfair because you cannot demand from one 
country to do something they what my impression is we are going to… Israel is a democracy. 
It is not a good one, but… no worse than we are. They have rights. For me it is like okay it is 
not a perfect place, but it is much better than the other places (…) Here is where I feel really 
bad, I had a perception and the reaction I had was almost like physical. That is why I want to 
go to this meeting because I am becoming very angry. (…) There are 16,000 members of 
which a group of them 1 to 2,000 who are very active. The other ones don’t really care very 
much even if they are Jews and you know Jews… This is going to affect the food basically you 
know. For me it would be very painful if the Food Coop decides to boycott this. I think it will 
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be a very unfair decision. I don’t think I want to quit. I thought sometimes maybe I will quit 
the Food Coop if they decided to cut out Israel. I don’t feel I would do that, I really know that, 
but it is going to be very painful. (…) Okay let’s get to the section and see what happens. It is 
the first time I really am concerned about I am very involved even if I am not doing anything 
for or against that. I feel very involved with what is going on for the first time in the food 
Coop. It is interesting because I never thought that would happen. (Gus)  
	  
 Well, I mean, I didn’t ask that, but that’s what I had been thinking it, but I wanted to 
go to, you know, some of the meetings just to see.  And I ended up getting very involved in it.  
And I do think it was a worthwhile process, what we did.  And obviously if, you know, as I 
think we’ve seen from all of the coverage and what outside perspectives were, that even if it 
had passed or when it passes in future year, it’s going to be understood that it was a hard 
process that was thought out and that it wasn’t just like, oh, they’re a bunch of weirdoes.  (…) 
But at the same time, it’s like everybody knows what this is about.  You know, you can’t just 
talk about… it’s democratic… it’s democratic when, you know, it’s about Israel, it’s about 
Palestine, it’s about geopolitics! (…) So after the July discussion, the ball was in our court 
because – with whether we were going to submit it to actually be a proposal as opposed to a 
discussion item or what.  And then we proposed to have a vote on whether to have a 
Referendum.  (…) And especially because, you know, it’s really the undecided people that we 
were trying to reach like, you know, the Zionists and people already decided there’s no – like 
they’re just going to vote whatever they’re going to vote, and the Palestine activists are going 
to vote whatever they’re going to vote.  But the undecided people, you know, those are the 
people who can just get all fed up.  And so that’s how it came to be that the next thing that 
happened was the vote in March at Brooklyn Tech. (…) Well, that’s good.  Yeah, I mean, for 
me too, I’ve learned a lot from it.  And it also empowers me to talk to friends so, you know, 
about this who are not otherwise engaged.  (Melissa, 37, lives nearby, joined the Coop in 
2001-2, Librarian. Interviewed in April 2012). 
 
Another aspect to highlight as a key element of how Food Coop’s members 
evaluate and legitimate food choices is “authenticity”. People understand 
food as being authentic or not and draw boundaries between these 
evaluations. I have already described the social construction of food at the 
Coop, relating it with a nuance of categories as geographic specificity, 
historical tradition or ethnic connections, but the analysis of authenticity tells 
us something more. To be more specific, why authenticity is so valued and 
which is its place in cultural consumption and in contemporary class politics? 
Johnston and Baumann argue that “omnivorous cultural consumption” - as 
they define since the first Chapter the foodie consumption patterns – “not just 
in food but in all forms of culture, is a way of negotiating the tension between 
democracy and distinction in our culture” (2010:95). According with the 
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authors, authenticity is fundamental for discerning how consumers evaluate 
culture and, as we saw, politics.  
8.1.5 The “Authentic-Loosening Life” dwelled in the everyday food consumption 
Binkley (2007) examines the commodification of the counterculture 
movements of the 1960s during the following decade.  He also focuses on 
authenticity and how the consumption of authenticity became commodified 
by specific products that transcended the limited market of counterculture 
participants.  He does not speak about gentrification however I think it would 
be interesting to link his ideas of the counterculture movements of the 60s as 
the most profound imprint on the culture of the American middle class and 
the search for authenticity of the same American middle class pioneer 
gentrifiers. Choosing a more authentic self seems a process deeply connected 
with forms of lifestyle, the loose lifestyle of the 70s. Even in the most recent 
yuppie lifestyle of the 80s, new modes of self-regimentation and control 
would replace the spirited impulsiveness associate with its  historical 
forbearer but the relation of self would remain “acquiring new form and 
greater purchase on the practice of identity in daily life” (Ibid. 13). To be more 
specific, this is certainly the goo, the latent good of the Coop. 
Indeed, the Park Slope Food Coop created, and continues to create, an habitus 
for people to live an authentic lifestyle by consuming the basic commodity, 
food, in a way that decommodifies it (through the Coop organization), seems 
to give them responsibility and autonomy and also community: an habitus for 
their ethical values, even after they begin to lose some of their members: 
An important note is about how the Coop, by its membership process and 
work requirements, literally draws a boundary between “us” who are ethical 
consumers and ethical subjects and “them” who are not. It is an important 
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“Us and Them” narrative which creates socio-cultural boundaries within the 
neighborhood and its social groups. 
As we are going to discuss in the conclusive sections of this work – taking into 
account other two neighborhood settings at a Community Garden and a 
Karate studio – rendering solidarity, and neighborhood politics more tangible 
is the first step towards a more nuanced understanding of politics in general 
as well as the role of community in political arguments in particular. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 67, The author infiltrated into the 
Food Coop. On the left, scanning the 
archive photos in the newspaper office. On 
the right, performing the “line manager” at 
the check-out area. 
Author’s archive. 
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8.2 The Garden on a Slope. Gentrification, Community Gardens and Local 
Civic Pride  
If you were totally unrealistic you could say 
everything should be a garden. 
(January 1999, New York's Mayor Rudy Giuliani 
during his lamentable campaign against 
community gardens,) 
Be reasonable, demand the impossible. 
(1968 political slogan by the Situationists) 	  
Progressive yuppies and establishment lesbians have long ruled the elegant 
section of the Slope, in particular the “name” streets between 7th Ave and 
Prospect Park. However, today the less affluent area  in the so-called “South 
End” of Fifth Avenue also has a lively cultural and political community. And 
it is exactly there that we are shifting now, eighteen blocks south of the Food 
Coop, where is located the 6/15 Green Community Garden. This is another 
community organization, which was created by the efforts of residents of 
what was a very crumbling section of Park Slope.  
As I introduced in Chapter 4, in 1988, a group of concerned neighbors began a 
cleanup campaign of one of the most dangerous abandoned lots on Park Slope 
south. It had become a serious health hazard, especially because of the local 
drug dealers whose patrons used an abandoned construction trailer on the site 
as a shooting gallery. By dragging the trailer into the streets, the neighbors 
gained the attention of the Sanitation Department who eventually removed 
the trailer. Thus began a cooperative, communal effort which combined the 
power of community organization with the power of nature. Today that 
abandoned lot has been transformed from an eyesore and public nuisance to 
an urban oasis and source of local civic pride for the neighborhood. Renamed 
6/15 Green in 2001, the garden has grown to become an incorporated 
nonprofit organization with over a hundred members, composters and 
 
 
 
 
 
Chapter	  8	   GIVE	  ME	  A	  BREAK!	  I’M	  FROM	  BROOKLYN,	  WE’RE	  NOT	  FANCY	  
375	  
supporters with programs that reflect the diversity of the members as well as 
the changes within the community (See some scenes in Figure 68).  
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Figure 68, The 6/15 Green Community Garden in Park Slope. Author’s archive. 
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8.2.1 Lessons for promoting conviviality, community participation and cultural 
diversity 
Half of the time I have spent in the research field was devoted to observing 
and studying the Community Garden and its members, located on the corner 
between Fifteenth Street and Sixth Avenue, one block away from the karate 
dojo174 and three blocks from my house on Twelfth Street. I met, in fact, Alice 
and Simon at the beginning of January 2012 through my Italian friend 
Dimitri175 – also a gardener there – and, since then, they acted as guarantors 
by introducing me to the Garden’s board and members176. To introduce the 
spirit of community action that created and sustains more than a garden, a 
cultural and convivial space, it is of interest to start exactly from the last time I 
have attended a meeting there, eight days before leaving the field.  
Fortunately it’s not raining this Saturday, we are gonna have a wonderful potluck!! I made 
my “Summery Pasta” with vegetables and cheeses from the Coop, but I know there will be a 
lot of food donations from local restaurants. The community garden celebrates its 24th 
Anniversary and Peggie177 will bring an interesting movie with the original footage of the 
cleanup… It’s just amazing. I can’t wait to finally see with my eyes how that part of the 
neighborhood was in 1988… the territory where Malik and Alannah experienced their 
childhood, where there were gangs taking over the block, as Jansen and Sensei T. described, 
where, indeed, many concerned families were trying to organize a first attempt to revitalize it, 
                                                
174	  The	  Brooklyn	  karate	  dojo	  on	  Fifth	  Avenue	  in	  South	  Slope	  is	  the	  setting	  where	  I	  gained	  access	  to	  the	  
field	  in	  2011.	  
175	   Dimitri	   is	   a	   Greek	   origin	  man	   born	   in	  my	   hometown	   in	   Italy	   (Milan)	   where	   he	   graduated	   as	   an	  
Architect	  at	  the	  Politecnico,	  a	  University	  where	  I	  have	  many	  academic	  connections	  because	  of	  my	  area	  
of	   interest.	   Just	  by	   coincidence	   (and	   I	  would	   say	  also	   that	   this	   is	   the	   fascinating	   story	  of	  New	  York,	  
where	  you	  can	  have	  either	  complete	  strangers	  around	  you,	  but	  where	  you	  can	  also	  bump	  into	  one	  of	  
your	  primary	  school	  friends!!)	  and	  because	  of	  my	  constant	  need	  to	  save	  money,	  on	  Christmas	  2011	  I	  
put	  an	  ad	  on	  “Craigslist	  New	  York”	  to	  rent	  my	  room	  for	  two	  weeks	  the	  last	  time	  I	  went	  back	  to	  Italy	  to	  
see	   my	   family.	   It	   turned	   out	   that	   an	   Italian	   friend	   of	   Dimitri	   was	   coming	   to	   spend	   her	   Christmas	  
vacation	  in	  New	  York	  -­‐	  another	  Architect	  from	  the	  Politecnico	  of	  Milan,	  by	  the	  way	  -­‐	  and	  through	  the	  
mediation	   of	   him	   we	   got	   the	   sublet	   deal,	   but	   also	   to	   know	   each	   other.	   Dimitri	   then	   remained	  
passionate	  about	  my	  study	  in	  his	  own	  neighborhood	  and	  provided	  me	  the	  first	  connection	  with	  Alice	  
and	  Simon.	  This	  was	  fundamental	  and	  I	  do	  want	  to	  stress	  the	  fact	  that	  it	  was	  possible	  because	  of	  the	  
whole	  story	  of	  my	  research:	  conducted	  by	  an	   Italian,	  always	   looking	  for	  a	  way	  to	  fund	  her	  research,	  
with	  an	  extreme	  openness	  towards	  people,	  who	  -­‐	  indeed	  -­‐	  got	  introduced	  in	  emblematic	  cases	  to	  be	  
studied	  (see	  the	  appendix	  about	  the	  ethnographic	  position	  of	  the	  researcher	  at	  the	  end	  of	  this	  work).	  	  
176	  See	  the	  network	  proposed	  in	  Chapter	  2	  for	  a	  detailed	  description	  of	  the	  research’s	  contacts.	  
177	  One	  of	  the	  Garden	  founder	  members	  who	  actually	  lives	  exactly	  in	  front	  of	  it	  on	  Sixth	  Avenue.	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as in the memories of Celeste and Antonio, Alice and Simon, Ed, John, Jerry, Karen, Kevin, 
Gregory and many others… (« Field note », September.22.2012) 
Effectively, the footage showed a blighted neighborhood, with rundown 
houses, abandoned cars and griminess on the street. It was also evident there 
was a racial social mix with a lot of Puerto Ricans and Afro-Americans more 
than now. However, what really stroked me was the cleanup that they did.  
Specifically the scene when – despite their differences – people living in the 
block literally shared their hands and arm strength to remove the trailer from 
the garden lot (empty of syringes and unbelievable dirties) in the middle of 
the street, when – at the same time – patrolmen where going back and forth 
trying to stop what was a real social action, while drug dealers where 
disappearing behind the door of the “barber shop”. (See a photographic 
documentary taken from the original footage in PLATE VIII). 
Yeah the barbershop.  Two old guys still live upstairs.  Frankie’s friends came by that day 
looking for Frankie and it was interesting to see that conversation. Yeah, like how he was 
being really nice to them.  “No more drugs.  That’s not right.”  And he was actually talking 
to them saying: “You can help if you want to.” He took out his methadone card:  “Look, I’m 
an addict,” he said, “but I’m on treatment.” (Garden’s members at the post-screening 
discussion178, September.22.2012) 
That day it was easy to get access to the garden lot: it was just open. There 
were, in fact, fences all the way around, however they ripped it down and 
came in through the holes, the same places where the druggies were coming 
in sometimes. The movie was also a way to give room to long-term members 
to share their memories with participants and also to discuss the projects and 
the meaning of the garden nowadays.  
Years from now we’ll be 6/15 Green and we’ll have a gala celebration then.  And as far as 6/15 
Green, it’s not just I’m honored that people say anything about me.  My husband, Simon, was 
really the person who started this garden and found the person who purchased the property 
for us and made it a green space for perpetuity. There’s a landlord here in Park Slope who – E. 
L. [Jewish surname] – some of you might be living in his apartments.  When it was being 
built, J. B. [Italian surname] -- you guys probably all see the J. B. and Sons go by -- he 
                                                
178	  All	  the	  post-­‐screening	  discussions	  and	  debates	  were	  recorded	  and	  transcribed	  as	  field	  data.	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owned the property.  When he died, everything went into probate, the sons were fighting over 
who owned it.  They sold it to this guy E. L. who put it in a group ownership of class and 
holdings, and we found him, we said, “Can we plant?”  He said, “Sure, I’m going to sell it for 
$1.2 million.  So whenever we show up you’ll have to leave.”  (Peggie, one of the Garden’s 
founder at the post-screening discussion, September.22.2012) 
And two things happened: the Brooklyn Botanic Gardens started charging 
people to enter.  A family that used to give them $2 million a year was not 
going to give them that money anymore, so they designated half of the 
$500,000 to the Garden.  Moreover, a methadone clinic for Methodist Hospital 
decided to move down the street, on that side of the street, so the owner said: 
“I’ll unload it for $750,000”.  They, then, went back to that family who had 
offered a couple of years before, receiving a donation of $750,000.  It turned 
out that the methadone clinic couldn’t come there because that side of the 
street belonged to the Council District 7, and they had to stay in CD-6.   
Interestingly, planning for a Community Garden happened very gradually.  
There wasn’t an immediate reaction, and neighbors who went to the signup 
meetings were much fewer than the number of people who showed up that 
cleanup day. 
It was just a miracle how many people showed up.  I feel like it shows how people were deeply 
upset with the condition of the streets.  Maria couldn’t make it today but she was telling me 
how there were dead bodies down hers.  It was a no-man’s land here.  Julia was just a newborn 
and we had just bought the house because we were starting to raise a family and then we 
realized, “Oh my God, what have we done?”  So that whole, Julia’s birth was kind of a spark 
that we wanted to organize the neighborhood to do this. I and Peter just wanted to clean up 
but Shelia had this garden in mind. She told us. (from the same meeting) 
And then they planted flowers just to keep people from dumping, and then 
community was the biggest aspect; the idea of it being an actual garden where 
people plant food and other things arrived much later.  Community and 
bringing the community together, which is really what this started was the 
birth of that, the neighborhood taking control of their own lives.  
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Because then we had Giuliani and all the police left and we didn’t have school lunches or 
anything like that, so the garden became overgrown, and policing the neighborhood and 
feeding the kids and all of that kind of stopped. (from the same meeting) 
As Malik points out in the next interview excerpt, the Garden was generally 
considered a playground, a place – often identifying the community as the 
whole neighborhood of Park Slope – where you could find whatever you 
need. A place to play and have fun, but also a place where people help each 
other, even feeding the less fortunate. 
Yeah, growing up in Park Slope, I was poor but I was happy.  We didn't have much but still 
something to get by.  It was still again, the community garden was, and Park Slope was… like 
a playground!  It was everything you needed, especially with the people.  Everybody helps you 
out, especially people like Alice and Simon.  They definitely helped you out with just getting 
by and stuff like that, and so it was great getting those people (…) When I was in Park Slope, 
I didn't get to eat.  I mean, I ate, but it wasn't like a big meal.  It wasn't all the nice fancy 
meals that everybody would like.  There was something to eat to fill your stomach.  It was a 
great thing for school because if I didn't have school, I probably wouldn't have eaten breakfast 
but again, I was happy.  I was happy and I got to know a lot of people.  Even those people 
helped me to eat.  I got to go across the street to get some food from some Jewish people, went 
down the block to get some food from some Spanish people.  Alice always made some brownies, 
some cake.  Everybody helped out, and we helped them out, as well.  That's Park Slope for 
you.  Everybody helps each other out.  Well, my Fifteenth Street block. (Malik) 	  
8.2.2  “The community of Park Slope was like a playground”179 
Based on my concern that a community garden in a neighborhood which is 
experiencing gentrification might be subjected to the same homogenizing 
forces, and to have another case to compare to the Food Coop ones, I began to 
examine if the garden sociability would encourage, support, and maintain 
diversity. According to Low et al. (2005) it seems that the model of 6/15 Green 
Community Garden maintains and enhances social interactions of diverse 
groups by providing safe, spatially adequate territories for everyone within 
the common space of the garden. On the socialization level, the garden 
                                                
179	  Malik,	  Artist,	  interviewed	  in	  May	  2012.	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provides a lot of opportunities and moments of conviviality (Hinchliffe and 
Whatmore 2006), for example, the spring or summer parties with barbecues.  
I remember one event where the people built a stage back here, this was in the 90s still. There 
was a stage and there was some kind of choir, and there was a band, and it was in afternoon 
and evening, and there was procession around the garden with, I don’t know, torches or 
something. I can’t remember it. But it was very exciting and it seemed like… It was… that 
kind of thing, I think is very nice. (Alice) 
As we can see in a scene represented in Figure 69, the Garden gave 
opportunities to either meet new or see a lot of your friends and fellow 
gardeners and, especially during the summer time, it seems like a highlight of 
the season. Because people socially construct this place, they have fun in 
organizing events or meetings, and it is a place where people have put a lot of 
work into and made.  It can be considered a shared cultural space. And it is a 
welcoming, like in this little dialogue which came together with the coming of 
Dimitri and his newborn daughter Sophia (See Dimitri’s family in Figure 69): 
Dimitri:  Eight days old. 
Gardener 1: Oh, wow! 
Gardener 2: Congratulations to you both.  Never too early to expose them to a garden. What is 
her name? 
Dimitri: Sophia. 
Gardener 1:  Sopia?  Hello.  Oh, my gosh.  So little…. 
(« Field note », May.12.2012) 
 
Dana, another gardener told me his own memories about the time he moved 
into Park Slope and decided to become a Gardner member. At that time, in the 
1990s, he moved onto Twelfth Street, very close to the place where I was 
actually living. As an Environmental Psychologist, he was already researching 
into Prospect Park and he got interested in the questions about parks in 
general as places that have lots of social constructions, in terms they are both 
socially constructed and produced, as we can understand in the following 
discussion between him and I.  
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Figure 69, Dimitri is enjoying the Summer time at the Community Garden with his 
newborn daughter and his wife. 
Author’s archive. 
 
Dana: Well we were walking past and Sheila M. was there, and Simon, I think, and they 
welcomed us in. It was like as it often is on a Saturday, with people here and the gate is open 
and so we came in, we thought this is great. Because it seemed to me that, I think it seemed to 
us both that it was as it’s sort of a place to, maybe you need a space an actual space, a physical 
space in which to make a kind of community or to interact with people; you know your 
geographical neighbors in a way. Because I think that it seemed like you know in a place like 
New York, you have very wide communities, but they’re not very geographical. Or you might 
not know anybody on your street, but you know people over in Manhattan and the Bronx, and 
so a place like this is a way of getting to know people who live right around. And it seemed 
like it would be fun to garden too, but not that I ever learned all that much about it. 
Lidia:  It’s all so interesting because you were studying the park, and then you joined the 
garden. So of course, two completely different kinds of space in terms of green spaces, and 
then, so I am not asking the differences, but you know, comparing basically the activity that 
anyone can do in a park; this is a little bit different because it’s more kind of cultural place 
than a green space. It is a green space but; it’s not really a question it’s a reflection. 
D.:  I mean I think they’re both really in many ways the place is created by the people who use 
it. But here it’s created in a much more material way. 
L.:  What do you mean? 
D.:  Well because people build it. 
L.:  I know what you mean. 
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D.:  And it’s done by the members so you, people dig and plant and shape it. You know in the 
park you’re supposed to not really do any of that. You’re supposed to enjoy it, but leave it to 
the authorities to do the digging and the planting. 
L.:  Yeah but here there is also the democracy… 
D.:  Right, yes. So here you’re entering into a little community that has all the problems of, I 
suppose, any community organization where people are disagreeing over things, and trying 
to, you know, most of them are trying in good faith to make it work. But there are always, I 
think you know it seemed like a place like this always attracts some difficult people who want 
to; I don’t know if they want to make trouble, but they feel like, they see an opportunity to stir 
things up. (Dana, 61, moved into the neighborhood in 1992, University professor, interviewed 
in May 2012). 
This passage was really a revelation, because it immediately reminds me the 
Food Coop question, about the fact that these places were all basically built 
and managed by members, who were liberal progressive people, who brought 
with them their specific values and morals that affected the gentrification 
process. I will discuss this point at the Community Garden in the next section, 
however, it is truly interesting that it rose another example of conflictual 
relationships within members in a community organization (like the ones we 
discussed about the Coop). Here I was told about interminable meetings and 
the wrangling over whether to cut trees down, or whether to leave them up, 
or what to spend money on; or disputes over plot borders and all the things 
that people fight over. But I would say people do want it to be open and 
friendly. They had a big fight over, for instance, the actual fence was paid for 
by a nonprofit organization and they made the mistake of not really checking 
out where the property line was. So it was fine on the 15th Street side, but on 
the 6th Avenue side the fence was built way out into the right of way which is 
part of the city right of way. So one of the big bureaucracies told them that 
they had to move the fence 15 feet back in. So there was a lot of work to try to 
get that abated and I think they finally dropped it, but there were a lot of 
meetings, and meetings with city officials. This makes the fence a very 
narrow, narrow sidewalk there and then they put trees in. So between the tree 
pits and the fence is not so much space. Now there are a lot of sidewalks in the 
neighborhood that are like that too because the people’s front steps come 
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down, and their trees, and so on. Lastly, they were threatening to make them 
move the fence back a long way. It didn’t happen. By then, of course, like any 
community garden in New York City, it has a fence around it and a gate. And 
if nobody is there, then nobody can get in. If the members are not there, then 
no one else can come in. So that was a bit of a problem. They did not quite 
know what the solution is, but there are aware of places where the individual 
plots are fenced and all the paths through are open, so then people can come 
in.  Mostly these gardens are just a perimeter fence.  
Another bone of contention was about the lawn and different opinions about 
the fact of put that or not. Interestingly, I wrote down this discussion one time 
I was sharing a bench with some ladies at the Garden: 
Gardener 1: Very few gardens, community gardens have lawns at all unless they're going to 
have gathering spaces that are dirt, ground and you know what I mean.  A lawn is a very 
luscious, lovely thing that not very many gardens have the money or the time, you know. 
Gardener 2: A conspicuous consumption, that was the -- lawns were devised by people who 
did not need the land for agricultural use. 
Gardener 1: Right it was a…  
Gardener 2: A conspicuous consumption, that's right, that's right.  Hmm, look at the little 
teeny one. (« Field note », June.23.2012) 
Moreover, in the New York fiscal crisis of the 70s, gardens help to create a 
sense of community and to reduce crime. As Zukin explains,  
…between the 1970s and the 1990s community residents and their 
outside supporters transformed nearly a thousand vacant lots into 
havens for their neighborhoods’ survival. Community gardens gave 
them the means and opportunity to put down roots. Roots were 
important for new immigrants from Latin America and Asia who arrived 
with little English and minimal education as for the low- and middle- 
income African Americans and Puerto Ricans who remained tied to the 
city by jobs and family (2010:197). 
Community gardens were established in New York because of their 
“authenticity” (Zukin 2010), because of their specific and always-changing 
forms to be grassroots associations which embodied ethnic identities, and 
expressed different cultural values, such as the morals and tastes of long-term 
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residents or newcomer gentrifiers. To be more specific, this garden is not only 
a precious public space in which people can grow their own food, educate 
children about the environment, do urban farming or plant sustainable 
agriculture. The gardeners of 6/15 Green established a positive form of 
democratic community institution. I will explain how the community of this 
garden itself represents a space of dignity for people who are experiencing the 
gentrification process and are witnessing the demographic change in their 
neighborhood. 
I want to live there because that’s where I grew up – I love it because of the culture, because of 
the diversity in Park Slope, and now it just seems like it’s becoming to be just one type of 
people – which is just the rich people.  It’s definitely getting more colonized as well.  With all 
of these condos – it doesn’t have that Park Slope personality anymore.  It’s become a little bit 
like Manhattan for me.  We should just take Park Slope and ring the hair – it’s in the hand – 
it’s not Brooklyn. (Malik) 
 
8.2.3 The 6/15 Green: a symbol of an emergent shared power among the gentrification 
forces. 
As we briefly discussed in Chapter 4, the evolution of Super-gentrification in 
Park Slope has also been associated with a great civic engagement, an 
expensive civic engagement. It is a community that has a forty year history of 
activism (at least) which has always worked to improve the neighborhood. 
Thinking about Jane Jacobs’ vision (1989), in changing neighborhoods 
diversity means not only social ties, but it is also an important moral sphere in 
the lives of those liberal progressive people that mobilized grassroots 
movements to have political outlets. The case of 6/15 Green Community 
Garden expresses also the feature of “creative equality between the sexes, 
among racial groups and nations, and between those nations and nature” as 
Francis and Hester point out (1999:11). Gardeners, like Alice and Simon 
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especially, brought their “1968 values of inclusion and social justice 180”  into 
the community, attempting to alleviate displacement effects: 
Simon: The garden is different nowadays.  It is mostly European and it is educated… and 
some artists. 
Alice:  Back in 1999 there was a very rich ethnic diversity in the garden.  I am looking at the 
photographs of the children at our dog’s birthday party.  That was an annual event and it 
attracted a lot of the children and I see for instance children from Bangladesh, a little boy 
whose family was from Guyana, some girls whose father was Dominican, mother Paraguayan, 
children whose families came from Puerto Rico and the little boy, the son of the Korean green 
grocers on the corner.  It was pretty wonderful in those times.  We had such a wide range of 
backgrounds and I can remember when we’d have potlucks.  People would bring foods.  It was, 
oh, a Jamaican woman, I remember she brought fish head stew at one time.  I guess that 
wasn’t a great favorite but it was very gratifying.  (Alice and Simon) (See in Figure 70 
children at work in the Community Garden in 1999). 
The Garden - as well as the Food Coop - as decades-long community 
institutions are mirrors of the neighborhood social change. As we discussed, 
in the 1990s it was characterized by a big working class Latino community, 
some Afro-Americans and Caribbean, and then some sort of white ethnic 
working class. 
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
Figure 70, Children at work in the Community Garden in 1999. 
Photo kindly given to the author. 
 
                                                
180	  See	   in	  Chapter	  4	  a	  preliminary	   introduction	  of	  the	  Beatnik	  generation	  of	   liberal	  progressive	   long-­‐
term	  residents	  in	  Park	  Slope.	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Then there were newcomers at that time, professionals, people who were 
coming in from up closer to the park, or what was considered Park Slope 
proper. This was, and probably South Slope was not ever considered Park 
Slope until some later point. Indeed, as we described in Chapter 4, there were 
vacant lots and, of course, the land values were not anything like they are 
today. So, the Garden too had a number of people who were from the Latino, 
from the Hispanic community. One of them is always at the Garden, Zerida; 
there was another woman, Maria, who may still be around; and then there is 
this woman Sally who lives up there on that corner. However, Dana described 
me that as the neighborhood was changing, the demographic of the garden 
changed as well. 
For sure in the earlier years, we did have quite a few community people and I mean, I think 
it’s changed. It seems as though it has. And I think that, I know that people said, some people 
said it has a different feeling. I remember Sally who lived over there, and then she lived right 
over here in this house which has now been torn down and is about to be replaced by, someone 
said, a six-story apartment house. She suspended her membership at some point and said, it 
has a different feeling. Now who knows what she meant by that? I don’t know. Ramón was 
another man who was here a lot, he came  a lot, a lot, a lot, and you know he was more of the 
type who just liked to sit and hang out and talk. You know using the space not to be an 
industrious gardener, and making lots of rules about who can do what, and anyway, trying to 
insist that people do their fair share, and do all their community maintenance, and maintain 
their plots. And there are a lot of people who like to make rules. But he was the kind of guy 
who liked to be here and hang out, and sit and talk, and the way people do. But I think it got 
uncomfortable for him at some point, and it might not be just that it was the place, I mean 
there were things going on in his life too. He moved away. I think his family stayed, but he 
left. 
People got pushed out at some point, or they were not able to hold onto their 
apartments, or their houses, and so the garden could not really exist apart 
from those larger contextual processes going on. The mentioned 
(un)comfortable level is also a specific point that leads to the moral 
displacement of long-term residents, who can feel to not belong anymore to 
that community. I will discuss this point at the very conclusion of this work, 
nevertheless, it is interesting to note again the paradox of gentrifiers: desiring 
diversity and producing difference.  
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The gardeners’ narratives of change, in fact, allow us to shed light on the 
tension between diversity as a living condition and the recognition and 
reproduction of differences as signs of distinction in class reproduction (Krase 
2012). There is a guy, for instance, an Englishman who teaches at John Jay 
College. He has a house in South Slope that he thought it was such a 
wonderful block because - he said to me one time - it was not going to last just 
because it had old time working class white people, it had some professional 
newcomers, it had a lot of working class Latinos, it was just a big mix. He 
said: “where can you find this kind of thing?  Where else can you find this?”   
Such appreciation of racial and class diversity did not, however, allow an 
underestimation of the impact of the gentrification forces in the 
neighborhood, which also affected the housing stock. Specifically in South 
Slope, where many buildings were abandoned or went through bad 
conditions, they easily went into the grip of developers and rebuilt as 
apartment buildings. This affected also the sense of community of those 
people, like at the Community Garden, that used to fight against speculation 
and against the destruction of the neighborhood character.  
Well, I don’t know, at some point I began to realize that these old houses could be pulled down 
and somebody would build something else and it just seemed; because you know when I was 
growing up and in my earlier adult years, US cities and cities in this country had, there was 
very little, there was always this discourse about how to save the cities. There was so much 
abandonment and so many people moving out and there’s the suburbs were so big, and the 
cities were, you know, the land values were low and there was; anyway, all of the urban 
problems of the 50s and 60s and 70s. To see that somebody would buy an old 19th century 
dilapidated house and tear it down and build something big, that kind of surprised me. I mean 
it makes sense economically, but just like the Atlantic yards it makes sense economically. But 
it does upset people because it changes the character; it’s kind of the low rise neighborhood. 
And I feel that, I always believed, at least in terms of this country, I don’t know how it works 
in other countries. I don’t think it works the same way, but it seems like here, when you have 
houses on a street there’s much more of a sense of community than when you have these 
buildings; whether they’re 1900 buildings or 2011 buildings. It makes them more impersonal. 
Yeah it’s interesting, I mean I’m sure it’s not universal, and I’m sure there are many 
exceptions, but it does seem as though once you start having a lot of apartment buildings it 
makes it more impersonal! (Dana) 
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Talking about the character of the Garden as a Community Institution, Alice 
and Simon (see a photograph in Figure 71) are part of the core group of those 
activists. But there is more. They have been in the last thirty years one of the 
main points of reference of the local “block” community, being politically 
involved in various causes, including and advocating for the underserved, as 
we will see in the next section.  
	  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
Figure 71, Alice and Simon in the 1990s at the 6/15 Community Garden with their 
dog.  
 
Photo kindly given to the author. 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
Manzo	  2014	   The	  University	  of	  Trento	  
390	  
8.2.4 Upwards mobility, Liberal-Progressives politics, and Local Civic Pride 
The Gardeners have been built along these twenty-four years a wide 
community effort, making 6/15 Green a very precious space and at the same 
time an opportunity to share knowledge and help the less advantaged people 
of their community. Especially Alice, with her great educational skills, she has 
always been working very hard to help these working class kids with their 
homework, but also to help their parents to navigate the school system, which 
is hard to do. They came mainly from Puerto Rican or Caribbean families and 
some of those kids were accepted into good schools and later into college. 
Malik is one of those examples, a half Jamaican and half West Indian guy, the 
youngest of many brothers and sisters who grew up in a single mother family 
with Social Security. 
It wasn’t that bad.  It wasn’t like other Brooklyn areas where they seem like, you know if you 
go to this area you have to be careful because somebody might hurt you or whatever.  It wasn’t 
like that for me.  Again, I knew everybody.  Like Alice and Simon, they actually helped me to 
go to classes at the Brooklyn museum.  I took some classes over there. They had to help me take 
some classes in the Brooklyn museum – they paid for that – they actually helped pay for one 
semester of my tuition in college.  They always pushed me to do art – pushed me to really just 
look at my talents – so they definitely are one of the biggest reasons why I’m in college now 
(…)	  Again, Park Slope has helped me to… I believe everybody inspires you in some sort of way 
– it’s not really any one person.  Everybody inspires you in some sort of way. (Malik) 
Alice and Simon hosted Malik many times when he was a little boy at their 
house. Simon used to teach him how to play chess, but also how to carve 
marble in order to create sculptures. They offered him a safe space where he 
could learn the basics of culture, and fine art also; the same happened both in 
their house and at the Community Garden. Indeed, they did more for Malik. 
They provide him financial support when he needed to enroll in College, and 
some other times they signed as guarantors for his university loan. As I have 
observed, more in general, the gardeners’ mission has always been the same 
throughout the time, which is: community, culture, education, and growth. 
That is what 6/15  Green is all about. 
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Thinking about how the things were in the beginning of the garden – as we 
saw for instance during the post-screening debate – they refer as to a “stark” 
contrast: 
I personally like I’m just so struck by how things were in the beginning of this garden, this 
year. And it’s such a stark contrast. I say that I’m just so struck by how diverse it was back in 
the beginning, in ’88 which you saw at the beginning. No worries it’s alright. I mean if you 
want to you can, that’s alright; I didn’t mean to stop you but it. Yeah and now it’s just so 
much less and I just thought it would be great to reflect about that and talk about it. 
(Gardener, « Field note », June.16.2012) 
 
Figure 72, A recent photograph of Malik and Alice at the Community Garden taken 
by the author in the summer of 2012. 
 
In terms of diversity, they mentioned that one of the charters of the Garden is 
education. Nowadays, since gentrification has displaced many working class 
families and there are not so many kids who need educational support, they 
are working on bringing some school kids in from various schools around and 
having potlucks, having events or something. 
Talking to the schools that we have, actually more people than ever to the community plots 
here, and its down. It’s a pretty diverse school which kids. But that would be really interesting 
 
 
 
 
 
Manzo	  2014	   The	  University	  of	  Trento	  
392	  
to see was to expand that… Because the thing is all those kids have parents that live 
somewhere near here so that they would be welcomed in to have an activity with their kids or 
something. Now we have kids four or five years and people really help develop this connection 
with the garden.  
Finally, we can argue that the liberal-progressive gardeners’ politics, rendered 
into upwards mobility actions, have been working towards a way to respect 
and defend the racial and economic diversity that have made the 
neighborhood attractive. Talking about the idea of diversity, I have observed 
two things. Primarily, the 6/15 Green Community Garden tried to be as 
welcoming as possible to a large diversity – and just having signs in Spanish 
would be one example of that consciousness. It is a form of being as 
welcoming as possible to the whole mix of people who live within the sort of 
broader area that the garden is. Secondly, and more importantly, they have 
been trying to connect people with the garden, and hopefully to connect also 
outward. Like the activists of the Food Coop, the Gardeners have been very 
committed to reach out the community through educational engagement 
activities and projects. 
Gardener 1: Peggy mentioned she and I have both taken courses at New York City Farm 
School which is doing really interesting work. I took a course there on food justice... There’s a 
whole, really movement, in the city around you know food justice and brining healthy foods to 
communities that don’t have access to it.  
Gardener 2:  And what would that access be? Is it a little gardening lesson you know for kids 
or for people in the neighborhood. Is it the irrigation workshop that’s going to come up and the 
water use workshop, you know, and there’s so many things and one of the things that the city 
has designated Brooklyn, I think, as a food desert. It’s just, I don’t know that it’s our 
neighborhood right here necessarily but a lot of Brooklyn doesn’t have access to fresh 
vegetables within walking distance of their home or work and so there’s actually funding out 
there for stuff like that.  
Gardener 1: I, again, don’t really know how they get to that but I think the more you spread 
the message and include people in learning about growing their own food and what not to eat, 
then you’re helping get rid of a food desert and you are, you know, spreading the word, so 
starting with the kids is a great way. (« Field note », July.18.2012) 
The Garden in Park Slope south has developed in twenty-four years a way to 
educate people in learning how to grow their own food.  This also means that 
– especially in the past times – working class people got a real, actual 
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opportunity to have simple access to food. In the following dialogue with 
Malik, I was really stricken about his story of tea bags. As we will see, he talks 
about a level of poverty of a family who did not even have the money to buy 
“real” tea in a market. And the Garden, once again, helped his family: 
Malik: So we started doing that and later on it became a garden, the community garden.  It 
was beautiful.  My mom loved to garden and stuff.  She loved flowers.  And you know how 
you have like tea bags and stuff like that? I didn’t know about tea bags until I was 15 or so 
because my mom always brewed tea.  Like, she would grow tea.  She would grow the mint 
leaves and stuff like that, the mint tea. 
Lidia: What do you mean for… tea bags? 
M.: Tea bags? You know… We never had that because my mom always grew plants and stuff 
like that so we always had home grown tea. I can even remember her making it.  It was a mint 
tea because of the smell, I mean it smelled minty.  It tasted good.  Yeah, so she liked to garden 
and – but with the community garden they always had these chances to sell you stuff and 
stuff like that, so I used to sell my toys.  I really didn’t like that as much, because I liked my 
toys.  I had to sell my toys.  I had to sell my clothes. My mom would just leave me in front of 
the garden.  She would come back from time to time, but I would be there behind my table and 
selling my toys.  And I was like 9 or 10 at the time.  It was fun, you know.  I did make money.  
But at the same time, I was a little sad because I was losing my toys.  I mean that was one of 
the things we had to do… At the same time – I mean that’s what my mom had taught me, and 
stuff.  So, growing up.  I had to do things for myself and really just, I would say, “Learn how 
to survive.” (See in Figure 72 a recent photograph of Malik and Alice at the Community 
Garden taken by the author in the summer of 2012, and another one of his mother in the 
1990s in Figure 73). 
In this sense, the Community Garden really helps people to learn “how to 
survive”, and - as Zukin remarked - has created “roots for socially conscious 
civic actors who can take control of their community’s well-being and take 
responsibility for their own lives as well” (2010:217). Interestingly, at this 
point of the discussion, what is broadly conceived as a “community garden” 
needs to be questioned. It seems like looking for what is considered a 
community and Gardeners have mainly the same answers: 
Gardener 1: I consider it kind of old school. 
Gardener 2: We have no… it’s not for profit. We can’t designate if it’s correct, we have to 
remain open to all people. Anyone who wants to join can join as long as you participate in the 
community work required of you.  
Gardener 3: It’s a place where… people come here and work every day, it’s really hard, I don’t 
have a car but these people come here and when you go to meetings like you know it’s well 
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organized, you know there’s disputes, the people who come here and make it happen, and we 
have to give credit to those people.  
It seems that the 6/15 Green Community Garden in South Slope is a model of 
how people can work together. As it is the Food Coop in the northern part of 
the neighborhood. 
Gardener 1: Yes it is a model. Pat yourself on the back!!!  
Gardener 3: Not just reaching out but the people who are here all the time, who make it 
happen so that the other people can come here and enjoy it. Let’s not forget those people.  
Gardener 2: Can we have our raffle? (At the post-screening discussion, September.22.2012) 
 
Figure 73, Malik’s mother working in the Community Garden in the 1990s. 
Photo kindly given to the author. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Chapter	  8	   GIVE	  ME	  A	  BREAK!	  I’M	  FROM	  BROOKLYN,	  WE’RE	  NOT	  FANCY	  
395	  
8.2.5 Another kind of outside the stream of urban planning  
Urban planning - at least in traditional practice - is about allocating public 
resources and about sort of professionalized management and planning. At 
this point of the research it seems that the community of gardeners in Park 
Slope represent a more spontaneous and anti-development point of view.  
The Community Garden, as an example, recently formed a land trust with 
four other gardens in Park Slope and Prospect Heights so that those five 
properties will work together, the only land trust in the United States that is 
run 100% by the gardeners that work in those gardens. They called it BANG, 
the Brooklyn Alliance of Neighborhood Gardens Land Trust, which actually 
was the name of an organization that they started in 1996 to try and get the 
city to donate all of the gardens that sat on city property over to the gardeners 
who did them. Fascinatingly, five board members decided to work together 
and stand united together. The idea was that every garden really had a voice 
and that every garden had someone who would continually come back to the 
garden to tell them what was happening. They specifically told me to want 
100% transparency, nothing that would ever happen behind closed doors or 
that the gardens didn’t know about. So that was the ideology of it and the 
gardens are sort of treated like they were one big condominium so that each 
garden is self-determining.  
The land trust doesn’t tell you how to run your garden or how to get your 
membership or anything like that. They’re just there to make sure that 
someone is working the garden and that it’s safe and that you have insurance 
for them. The land trust holds the deeds for all of those properties and is the 
land owner but - as the gardeners explained to me - stewardship is the word 
they prefer. They had a number of events, like a walk from garden to garden, 
and their next big push was about having a conveyance party where 
everybody is invited to come to that as well.  
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Certainly, if we understand urban planning as an extremely pro-development 
field, we assume that it is about accommodating development, planning for it, 
allowing it, promoting it, and doing it in ways that will subsequently be for 
the public good. Indeed, economic development seems to have always been 
the major priority of urban planning, a way to generate tax revenues for the 
public authorities, but movements like this garden are about something other 
than that. They are promoting another kind of outside the stream of urban 
planning.  
I think that it fits in more with the critique, the traditional, now traditional 
critique of urban planning which is following the work of Jane Jacobs (1989). 
Of course, if we should follow entirely Jane Jacobs, then there would not be 
any planning, everything would be organic and spontaneous. The Gardeners 
and I are still wondering about the peculiarity of their model. It might seem a 
“radical cultural terrain” for an analysis of spatial practices. But precisely 
because it involves the sphere of moral politics, it promises new insight into 
the discourse about gentrification, sustainable community movements and 
urban planning policies. 
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PLATE VIII, Good Bye Shooting Gallery!181 
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
 
 
Community Garden People on Fifteenth Street during the cleanup social action in 
1988. Still-Photographs composition realized by the Author from the Garden’s 
footage. 
  
                                                
181	  	  See	  the	  “sorry”	  message	  left	  by	  David	  (the	  main	  pusher	  of	  the	  block)	  on	  his	  house	  door.	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Conclusions 
As we briefly discussed in Chapter 4, the evolution of Super-gentrification in 
Park Slope has also been associated with a great civic engagement, an 
expensive civic engagement. It is a community that has a forty year history of 
activism (at least) which has always worked to improve the neighborhood. 
Thinking about Jane Jacobs’ vision (1989), in changing neighborhoods 
diversity means not only social ties, but it is also an important moral sphere in 
the lives of those liberal progressive people that mobilized grassroots 
movements to have political outlets. The Food Coop - as well as the Garden - 
as decades-long community institutions are mirrors of the neighborhood 
social change. People got displaced at some point, or they were not able to 
hold onto their apartments, or their houses, and so those institutions could not 
really exist apart from those larger contextual processes going on. The 
mentioned (un)comfortable level is also a specific point that leads to the moral 
displacement of long-term residents, who can feel to not belong anymore to 
that community. I will discuss this point at the very conclusion of this work, 
nevertheless, it is interesting to note again the paradox of gentrifiers: desiring 
diversity and producing difference.  
Above I discussed how solidarity can be framed and justified in a long-term 
community institution of a neighborhood experiencing a long process of 
gentrification. This sense of community is a value that has been socially 
constructed in Park Slope since the arrival of the first wave of pioneers at the 
end of the 1960s. Indeed, it has been nurtured and evolved and set the model 
for the neighborhood institutions, as the Food Coop clearly exemplifies. In 
summary, what I find truly new and important is that the Food Coop’s 
members solidarity points to that paradox I rose above, about how they 
“achieve pleasure and exert power”.  This is, I believe, the central problem of 
gentrification: the balance between, or the combination of, pleasure and 
power. As I will discuss more in detail at the very conclusion of this work, 
balancing pleasure and power is a social, political, and moral problem.  It 
brings together many of the concerns of Coop members and expresses the 
central thesis of this study. 
Community gardens too were established in New York because of their 
specific and always-changing forms to be grassroots associations which 
embodied ethnic identities, and expressed different cultural values, such as 
the morals and tastes of long-term residents or newcomer gentrifiers. To be 
more specific, the garden under study is not only a precious public space in 
which people can grow their own food, educate children about the 
environment, do urban farming or plant sustainable agriculture. The 
gardeners of 6/15 Green established a positive form of democratic community 
institution. Moreover, the community of this garden itself represents a space of 
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dignity for people who are experiencing the gentrification process and are 
witnessing the demographic change in their neighborhood. 
As I have observed, more in general, the moral order of these institutions has 
always been the same throughout the last forty years, which is: community, 
culture, education, and growth. 
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The Park Slope Food Coop.                   
Photo essay 
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182	   The	   Park	   Slope	   Food	   Coop	   kindly	   given	   me	   the	   permission	   to	   scan	   and	   use	   their	   archival	  
photographs	   for	   research	   purposes.	   Some	   of	   that	   are	   reported	   in	   this	   essay.	   All	   the	   new/current	  
photographs	  were	  taken	  by	  the	  author.	  
IN THE PAST 
AND NOW… 
The Food Coop 
exterior/interior, 
product selection 
DEMOCRACY 
AT GENERAL 
MEETINGS 
Scenes from the 
general monthly 
discussions and the 
Israeli boycott vote  
COMMUNITY 
MOMENTS 
Members at work, 
events and 
fundraising, ironic 
moments 
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Events and 
fundraising 
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Ironic photos... 
A. Vestibulum quam. B. Nulla quis sem. 
C. Cras et sem. 
(elemento n° XXXX) € 000,00 
D. Vivamus eu turpis. 
(elemento n° XXXX) € 000,00 
A B 
D C 
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(elemento n° XXXX) € 000,00 (elemento n° XXXX) € 000,00 
(elemento n° XXXX) € 000,00 (elemento n° XXXX) € 000,00 
(elemento n° XXXX) € 000,00 
(elemento n° XXXX) € 000,00 
A B C 
D E F 
 General meetings at Food Coop 
In the photo on the bottom of the page, coordinator Joe Holtz explains why the growing practice 
of a member hiring another member to work in his or her place is problematic both in terms of the 
relationship of being part of this cooperative and also in liabilities to the Coop that could be 
incurred. Coordinator Linda Wheeler also made a presentation. Carl, Chair Committee, keeps the 
unusually informal discussion on topic. (photo by Judy Janda, 11-28-2000) 
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Food Coop General 
Meeting on  
Israeli products Boycott 
March 27, 2012  
12 
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Conclusions 
 
The opportunity to study how politics works at the level of the aesthetic 
representation of a neighborhood in transition could be an important way to 
generate information for applied design research. The reciprocal relationship 
between design, meaning/representation, and use of a changing space has 
important implications for architectural practice and design research. To 
study the way by which different groups of people construct meaning around 
a gentrifying neighborhood, or the way that planners and designers make 
decisions about housing needs and policies, it is necessary to refer to a socially 
constructed meaning system that can be studied through an intense field 
research. As we are going to discuss in the Conclusions, a deep analysis of 
distinctiveness played out in housing choices and consumption practices, as 
well as of assumptions, morals and community values can inform the policy 
decision-making process.  
In this Chapter I argued that a deep process of valuation and judgment of 
taste is carrying out through housing choices, cultured consumption practices 
and cultural socialization, aimed at a social status display. The point of this is 
that the aesthetization of the commodity is part of a constant and ever 
changing process of representation, all symptomatic of the influence of 
cultural industries in the city’s economy. Such symbolic power is, indeed, a 
form of social division, inherent to the ability to define what objects connote 
aesthetically. 
As I will discuss in the conclusive remarks, rendering solidarity, and 
neighborhood politics more tangible is the first step towards a more nuanced 
understanding of politics in general as well as the role of community in 
political arguments in particular.  
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SUPER-GENTRIFICATION:  
CONCLUSIONS and POLICY 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
	  
	  
	  
 
This field and historical study of the Brooklyn’s neighborhood of Park Slope 
in the New York City area, investigated the influences of displacement, 
housing-abandonment and resettlement in Super-gentrification processes on 
1) the types of institutions that emerged to represent different class interests; 
2) the types of social groups that came to inhabit the neighborhood; 3) the 
pattern of that evolution over time; 4) the particular goals, values, and morals 
that such community organizations evolved; and 5) the social status displays 
carried out in cultured consumption in housing and leisure. 
Rather than being spurred by a large-scale urban renewal process, changes in 
the Park Slope housing market and in local institutions have occurred within 
the context of slowly emerging private-market practices, disinvestment, and 
reinvestment. The uniqueness of this research lies in its ability to distinguish 
between the emergence of community institutions that represent 
neighborhood constituencies with varying degrees of market power, which 
have been analyzed in detail. I have asked what kind of relationships, 
coalitions, or conflicts would emerge between these groups and I found that 
without a major disruptive force to generate upheaval and concomitant 
conflicts between residents, incoming professionals and those lacking in 
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market power formed coalitions that emphasized communal values. These 
coalitions were strained, however, as clashes between groups occurred 
particularly during periods of rapid resettlement and displacement. 
Although the conceptual framework proposed in Chapter 1 addresses 
different dimensions of gentrification at a neighborhood level, the evolution of 
Gentrifiers became the focal point for the purpose of this research. 
Accordingly, I found that different waves of gentrification were associated 
with the emergence of different types of Gentrifiers over time, and this had to 
do with the changing role of post-industrial cities within the American 
economy, the processes of government/local institution interventions in the 
neighborhood housing market, the changes in class interests, morals and 
ideologies, and the increased aestheticized re-scriptings of neighborhood 
housing choices and lifestyles.  
Finally, the wide historical analysis of the Super-gentrification process in Park 
Slope was an attempt to bring back the working class into the recent 
gentrification literature, which often tends to forget a “critical edge” (Watt 
2008:206) and focuses on middle-class gentrifiers with the working class 
occupying a ‘backstage’ position, perennially understudied (Slater 2006:744). 
This analysis, instead, has tried to give voice to the absents, by excavating the 
habitus of working class as well as that of different waves of gentrifiers along 
a forty-years span of neighborhood change. 
I. “Gentrification Displacement is like a Tsunami. And you can’t fight a 
tsunami with a bucket!”183  
During his mayoral election campaign, in 2013 Bill de Blasio184 repeatedly 
channeled New Yorkers’ anger over gentrification, the widespread sense that 
                                                
183	  Michelle	  de	  la	  Uz,	  age	  44,	  Fifth	  Avenue	  Committee’s	  Director,	  interviewed	  on	  April	  2012	  
184	  Currently	  the	  city	  of	  New	  York	  Mayor.	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the city was turning into a playground for the rich locking out everyone else. 
“I see people suffering and feeling like they’re losing their grip on the place, 
and my job is to help New Yorkers live in New York. It’s not to clear the place 
out and see it fully gentrified,” the mayor-elect was quoted in the New York 
Magazine185 in June.  
So, what is to be done to prevent widespread displacement? The solutions 
that exist are implausible, but not impossible. The main tweak de Blasio has 
proposed is mandatory inclusionary zoning. Right now, inclusionary zoning 
is optional; developers are allowed to build additional square footage in 
exchange for making 20 percent of their units affordable. According to a 
report from City Councilman Brad Lander and the Association for 
Neighborhood and Housing Development, in most neighborhoods covered by 
the inclusionary zoning program, very few developers choose to participate. If 
they were required to, a significantly higher number of below-market-rate 
housing could be created. But probably not enough to change New York’s 
housing dynamics. One of the neighborhoods where inclusionary zoning was 
most successful is Greenpoint/Williamsburg, where 949 units were created 
under the program (13 percent of new residential development). That, 
obviously, did not stop Williamsburg from becoming a symbol of 
gentrification186. 
For communities struggling with gentrification, inclusionary zoning offers a 
way to guarantee that at least some of the new housing developed will be 
affordable for existing residents. It is a strategy for local anti-gentrification 
coalitions to spearhead in which the outcomes are relatively immediate. 
However, inclusionary zoning is a weak tool, which relies on significant 
                                                
185	  “Bill	  de	  Blasio’s	  Towering	  Problem”	  article	  by	  Chris	  Smith,	  published	  on	  The	  New	  York	  Magazine	  on	  
June	  30,	  2013.	  
186	   “Can	  Bill	  de	  Blasio	  Stop	  Gentrification?	  Can	  Anyone?”	  article	  by	  Michelle	  Goldberg,	  published	  on	  
The	  Nation,	  December	  4,	  2013.	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market-rate investment, but it does not compensate for the rise or increase in 
rents and land prices. 
In Chapter 4 we saw how the Fifth Avenue Committee (FAC) was able to 
organize the “Displacement Free Zone” in the late 1990’s.  That was really a 
campaign of consciousness.  It was a moral campaign and the organizing 
strategy was basically, “what kind of community do we want to have?  Do we 
want to have a community in which elderly people who have been here for 
decades can get displaced?” Partly it was a successful campaign in that; the 
FAC definitely saved the homes of several handfuls of people.  They made 
some policy recommendations which – as we realized throughout the 
consequent waves of gentrification – did not get instituted.  Indeed, as 
Michelle de la Uz, Fifth Avenue Committee’s Director, frankly comprehended 
during our last conversation: 
I think it slowed down gentrification in a small area for a little while but the reality is that 
gentrification displacement, it is like a tsunami.  Capitalism is a tsunami, right?  And... it is 
very hard to fight a tsunami with a bucket. (Michelle de la Uz, age 44, Fifth Avenue 
Committee’s Director, interviewed on April 2012) 
This metaphor really struck me at that time, and perhaps – talking about 
economy – real estate in New York is the currency, that is the currency of this 
city. And real estate in neighborhoods like Park Slope is highly priced.  What 
was interesting to understand in this study is that consequent waves of 
middle/upper class people who are attracted to live in the community were 
attracted because of the diversity, they were attracted because of the 
progressive values, and they were attracted because of the expensive civic 
engagement of Park Slope. However - during the process of Super-
gentrification - the more they populate the neighborhood, the more it becomes 
homogenized and less richly diverse, still quite progressive but in a different 
way. I would finally say, in a privileged progressive way, rather than in a 
progressive way that is often inclusive of socioeconomic status. The types of 
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dynamic policy responses to the forces of investment and development takes 
political will, however, and that means organizing. Park Slope, even forty 
years after the beginning of the process of Super-gentrification, has 
neighborhood associations and urban planning activists to call for a proposal 
for a broad policy response to displacement in the community. And the next 
field of battle would be Fourth Avenue, where a dangerous as well as critical 
“beautification” project has just started. 
II. The Gentrification of Sensibilities: Aesthetics, Pleasure, and Power 
The only border you can see is the 
Aesthetic one  
Researcher's diary, June 2012 
 
When I am talking about sensibilities, I am approaching the moral sphere that, 
needless to say, is a complex term. However, to analyze morals and 
repertoires of values typical of a group of people means to understand the 
lifestyle that distinguishes and defines them, their system of meaning, in sum, 
their culture. If the term culture, as a theoretical construct is difficult to 
unpack, a useful way of doing so could be to consider a series of its 
components:  morals, values, and finally lifestyle.  
The emphasis on lifestyles within this study allowed us not only to 
understand street character and patterns of socio-spatial change on local 
consumption spaces, but also to explore the way gentrification interconnects 
with the development of an individual habitus as a spatial manifestation in 
which the urban lifestyle is crucial to the construction of a stylish individual 
personae. Moreover, it told us a narrative of clashes between the established 
residents’ ways of life and the transition operated by multiple waves of 
gentrifiers. Accordingly to Bridge, the ability to create new systems of 
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discernment is, in fact, class power (2013:119). Such reclassification of taste can 
be seen as an act of symbolic violence over others, in this case the working 
class long term residents. This is the “aesthetic border” that is equivalent of 
neighborhood gentrification-induced displacement (Ibid.). 
What seemed to underlie the motives of wealthier, well-educated newcomers 
to move into Park Slope was, then, a general attraction toward the unformed 
neighborhood characteristic, a sort of not yet shaped status, the one I described 
in Chapter 6 as threshold, a loose mix. Diversity and aesthetic appeal, however, 
were the dominant factors in the decision making process. Interestingly, those 
have not been changing throughout the different waves of gentrifiers who 
came to inhabit Park Slope in the last 40 years. The aesthetic appreciation of 
elegant building exteriors coupled with luxury renovation of dwelling 
interiors operated for gentrifiers as a visible marker of social status. It also 
contributed to define which part of the neighborhood was “cooler” than the 
others, housing values, rent levels and also informal sharing opportunities. 
Indeed, currently there is an expanding upper core of aesthetic competition 
amongst gentrifiers in the Super-gentrified areas of the neighborhood. At the 
other extreme there is an initial evidence of commodification of the interiors, 
passing through young creative newcomers, which lack the distinctiveness of 
the former and underline the blending of long-term working class residents 
with the young newcomers. 
As residential displacement, the disappearance of “old” local stores, and their 
replacement of upscale shops entailed forms of social inequality. The 
empirical observations also suggested that the upscale shift in the composition 
of retail and services on the south end of Fifth and Seventh Avenues was part 
of a broad dynamic of commercial investment, that enhanced the lifestyle of 
new waves of gentrifiers (raising housing values and rents) while, at the same 
time, forced out morally (by alienation) or practically (by displacement) long-
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term residents, who helped produce the socio-cultural fabric of Park Slope. 
Retail or services spaces like cafés, restaurants, vintage or upscale clothing 
stores, galleries, bookstores, martial arts and yoga studios, or even childcare 
and baby shops became oriented towards newcomer gentrifiers’ tastes and 
desires, and acted as zones where they can regularly congregate and show off 
their social status or establish new relationships. It is suggested here that 
stores reshaped the neighborhood’s atmosphere and reputation by creating 
destination points for its users, whom share their narratives on them, building 
up local knowledge. 
This evidences nevertheless raised the most important question for scholars 
interested in the cultural turn on urban studies: the way gentrification 
interconnects with the development of conviviality in those food places. Food, 
in fact, was one of the way in which gentrification was expressed at the level 
of lifestyle practices and  highlighted the new middle-class habitus in which 
food was a crucial sphere. Acknowledging that, food-related practices and 
retail transition became much more attendant to the process of accelerated 
gentrification through which new patterns of spatial inequalities and also 
urban meanings and identities were produced and re-produced.  
Moreover, as Shields (1992) argues, human beings, in engaging in acts of 
consumption and the relations surrounding consumption, achieve pleasure, 
exert power, find meaning, construct diverse subjectivities and enact sociality 
in a creative and innovative manner. Through the experience of consumption, 
we saw how social actors created themselves, both as consumers and as selves 
with specific and different roles linked to their ethnicity, sexuality, gender, 
social status, etc. which combine with specific styles of consumption. More 
specifically, we observed the mechanisms, values, and morals of two 
particular settings: a cooperative food market and a community garden. The 
sense of community was a value that has been socially constructed in Park 
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Slope since the arrival of the first wave of pioneers at the end of the 1960s. 
Indeed, it has been nurtured and evolved and set the model for the 
neighborhood institutions, as the two cases clearly exemplified. These 
institutions raised as grassroots organizations and established a positive form 
of democratic community institutions, often developing a space of dignity for 
people who are experiencing the gentrification’s effects and are witnessing the 
demographic change in their neighborhood. 
However, despite the fact that the moral order of these institutions has always 
been the one of community solidarity, culture, education, and growth, I 
observed at the same time the playing out of the most common paradox of 
gentrifiers: the desire of diversity and the producing of difference. This is, I 
believe, the central problem of gentrification: the balance between, or the 
combination of, pleasure and power. Balancing pleasure and power is a social, 
political, and moral problem.  It brings together many of the concerns about 
gentrification, the desire for (and the loss of) diversity, and expresses the 
central thesis of this study. The performed space-temporal analysis of the 
different waves of gentrification was, in fact, an attempt to shed light on the 
politics of gentrification. The distinctive way in which gentrifiers, throughout 
forty years, exerted power, constructed diverse meanings, and enacted 
sociality - as observed in community institutions, housing choices and lifestyle 
practices – is what I define as gentrification of sensibilities. 
Giving a last example of what such commodification of sensibilities might be I 
leave here an excerpt that came from a conversation with Sensei T., the old 
Japanese master who teaches at the karate dojo on the south end of Fifth 
Avenue where I used to train. One of my last days in Brooklyn I finally found 
a way to interview him187 one time we were alone in the dojo. Surprisingly he 
                                                
187	   I	   had	   chance	   to	   talk	   with	   many	   of	   my	   dojo’s	   friends	   about	   the	   changes	   in	   the	   neighborhood,	  
however	  until	  the	  very	  last	  moment	  I	  have	  never	  interviewed	  Sensei	  T.,	  perhaps	  for	  a	  form	  of	  respect	  
of	  his	  role.	  Indeed	  my	  last	  days	  in	  the	  field,	  when	  everybody	  knew	  that	  I	  would	  leave	  in	  a	  few	  days,	  a	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talked a lot about the changes he faced on this Fifth Avenue block and the 
people who used to train in the dojo as well. He used to teach to local 
criminals too, drug dealers for instance, to get them know how to defend 
themselves on the street or in jail. [Note how Sensei T. use what it is defined a 
“broken English188” in the dialogue] 
Sensei T.: Sometimes can do private lesson, someone has to go to jail, he sell drugs, so afraid 
to jail so ask to me, “please, can you teach karate?” Such people here. One more, no pay tax so 
he had to go to jail, so he came to here, so... I teach, private lessons. Maybe around twenty-five 
years before (...) Some trouble people wanted study karate to protect himself, that kind of 
people. You have an image, karate is… so, kind of magic! But if run you can’t control 
everything. One time I told them that is more dangerous, not just understand body, not just 
understand use technics, more dangerous… that’s way… just good for your health, maybe 
practice for yourself, maybe you can get confident, but this is not mashinga, not pistols, that’s 
why need more time to really understand, I told to strange guy… then I don’t know if after 
jail is happy or not. After... anyway, many… more intelligent people in the dojo, some PhD, 
or some teachers! 
Lidia: Do you think that now they are more intelligent, more educated? 
S.: more education people 
L.: but... do you think that the training changed? Was it more in the past and now is less? 
what about the commitment? 
S.: Ah! Ok... Maybe nowadays our dojo people maybe more self study, more self improvement 
no’… maybe twenty-five years, thirty years before dojo people more against outside feeling, 
now people more inside, nowadays. That’s why maybe... more education people stay here. 
Their self have to protect. Maybe me too, anyway... I had more energy, more karate, more 
harder, then with everybody but step by step my body not smooth move see [laugh] then I not 
teaching more physical, the other part I teach more... I want to teach more mental things 
more... special things. That’s why, I think, even my teaching system little bit changed, that’s 
why students too I think changed. It’s possible, not only my neighborhood. (Sensei T., 68, 
moved in the neighborhood in 1985, Karate master, interviewed in September 2012) 
Unexpectedly Sensei T. raised a central point: the shift in the people’s need to 
protect themselves from the outside dangers of the past to the current need to 
develop their inside self. This reflection not only talks about the changes in the 
population of a martial arts studio, but also talks about the complexities of 
middle class people that are so self-reflexive, which is symptomatic of the 
                                                                                                                                       
lot	  of	  things	  happened	  and	  many	  of	  my	  research	  contacts	  created	  for	  me	  last	  opportunities	  to	  gather	  
data.	  The	  same	  happened	  with	  Sensei	  T.,	  who	  asked	  me	  to	  shot	  some	  videos	  of	  his	  kata	  performances	  
out	  of	  the	  class	  time.	  
188	  Broken	  English	  refers	  to	  a	  poorly	  spoken	  or	  written	  version	  of	  the	  English	  language	  of	  a	  non-­‐native	  
speaker,	  like	  many	  immigrants.	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displacement of the lower class people and the gentrification of Park Slope 
itself.  
Gentrification and diversity are linked in a complex manner. At the end of this 
long discussion about different ways of living and access to housing 
opportunities, what can be highlighted is a final consideration on 
displacement and resettlement. This can also be seen in an “expanded sense in 
the association of gentrification with whiteness” (Bridge 2013:118) as I will 
better detail in the final conclusions of this work. Here the paradox is that 
while diversity (in all its forms) seems to be a necessary condition to attract 
waves of gentrifiers, the same cannot be said for the other way around. When 
gentrification intensifies and assumes the feature of Super-gentrification, as 
we discussed, it makes the neighborhood of Park Slope less diverse, instead of 
reinforcing it. 
III. Expanding the Association of Gentrification and Whiteness 
To think about different ways of living in the city is to think about the 
interaction of spatial practices, social differences and symbolic associations in 
urban contexts. Eventually, one of the aim of this study was to address 
lifestyles in terms of social and material relations which leave an imprint on 
urban forms and urban processes through patterns of politics, residence, 
consumption and sociability. As we saw along the pages, this also meant to 
examine the social and cultural associations of gentrification: the 
arrangements of newcomers, socially liberal-progressive politics, and 
cosmopolitan preferences in consumption. Hence the symbolic 
reputation/narratives of Park Slope indicated the extent to which different 
waves of Gentrifiers legitimize and (re)produce their practices of distinction, 
group’s internal codes, and other aesthetics displays of cultured consumption 
in urban space. 
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In conclusion, I observed that there is racial/ethnic diversity within the 
lifestyle of different social groups  and different “communities of Yuppies”, 
there is, indeed, a cultural contrast between them, as we introduced in Chapter 
5 and analyzed throughout the third Part. This includes both residents and 
other users of public space/resources (shoppers, socializers, etc.). In fact, 
while central areas of the neighborhood are at a relatively late stage in the 
gentrification cycle  - where the concentration of Gentrifiers (or Yuppies) is 
high, in border areas, like the South End, there is a high frequency of 
encounters which are both cross-class and most frequently cross-racial/cross-
ethnic. These encounters illustrated the complexities of everyday negotiations 
around race, class, and neighborhood change.  
Gentrification, in fact, is about class.  It is also about “culture”, the culture of a 
cosmopolitan upper-middle/upper class which is not clearly bounded by 
traditional racial/ethnic categories.  While there is a clear correlation between 
class and race/ethnicity, this is far from determinative, especially as the 
middle- and upper-middle class becomes (albeit slowly) increasingly racially 
diverse. As we can see in the Venn diagram in Figure 74, ethnicity, as 
community groups, is organized around cultural practices. In this 
representation of the racial/ethnic groups within the community of Park 
Slope, Puerto Rican, Irish-Italian and African-American are identified as 
Minority, while non-ethnically marked White-Americans as WASP and, 
finally, as a parallel and distinct group we have the young urban professional, 
or the Yuppie. This is an important point that considers the gentrifiers 
(Yuppies) as a cultural category based on lifestyle and consumption practices 
which stand alongside racial/ethnic groups.  In fact, shared subcultural 
lifestyle and consumption practices often “cover” racial/ethnic differences 
within the community of gentrifiers, a group frequently identified by these 
very practices. I found that in a gentrifying neighborhood, there is substantial 
slippage between White as a racial/ethnic category and White as a proxy for 
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lifestyle and consumption practices associated with particular incoming 
residential groups.  In this case, the way of living often serves to “cover” 
racial/ethnic differences within the community of gentrifiers, aka those with 
shared class, lifestyle, and consumption practices. 
Figure 74, Representation of the racial/ethnic groups within the community of Park 
Slope: ethnicity, as community groups, is organized around cultural practices (Venn 
diagram). 
 
If you thought you had White people pegged as Oscar-party throwing, 
Prius-driving, Sunday New York Times reading, self-satisfied latte 
lovers, you were right."  (~90 million visitors to website & NYT best-
selling book.)189 
This little excerpt comes from the website “stuffwhitepeoplelike.com” (Figure 
75) and perfectly highlights a vision of whiteness which is derived from 
lifestyle and consumption practices associated with upper class groups such 
as Yuppies.  This is explicitly disconnected from any particular white ethnicity, 
aka Polish, Italian, Irish, etc.  Lastly, it is also somewhat related to life stage 
                                                
189	  Source:	  http://stuffwhitepeoplelike.com	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(20s-30s). There are many ways of conceptualizing whiteness.  For purposes of 
this study, I observed that whiteness became a proxy category for particular 
lifestyle and consumption practices in particular locations at particular times.  
Working class ethnic whites are understood as almost entirely distinct from 
gentrifiers, who as a group are labeled white despite being increasingly 
(though still marginally) racially diverse.  If we understand class as a marker, 
among gentrifiers, classed lifestyle practices often serve to "cover" race and 
ethnicity.  Race and ethnicity are more actively used to distinguish/delineate 
other groups (often long-term residents). 
 
Figure 75, Source: http://stuffwhitepeoplelike.com 
	  
Lastly, the community of Park Slope has a large population of young people 
(20s-30s) who are in the life stage of mating and dating; as such there is a 
relatively high tenor of hookups, flirtation, etc. among class/lifestyle 
appropriate matches in public space.  This includes parks, bars, coffee shops, 
on the street, etc. Simultaneously, cross-class and cross-cultural interactions 
are also modulated through sexuality and they represent an important aspect 
of everyday social life in gentrifying communities.  In fact, as large numbers of 
middle- and upper-class Whites moved into a neighborhood like Park Slope 
with large, lower-income minority populations, this process entwined with 
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questions of White ethnicity as a visible marker of neighborhood change and 
often of sexual desirability, availability, or vulnerability, as we saw in Chapter 
6.  This may be true especially when new White residents’ preconceptions 
lead them to view their new neighborhoods as sites of disorder and crime. The 
coming together of people from different socioeconomic backgrounds and 
origins, the constant and physical exposure to others that for awhile are 
inhabiting the same urban space have combined to produce what Bell (2001) 
describes as an unending flow of sexual possibilities, but – of course – this 
would be, at this point, the focus of a further research. 
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Epilogue 
 
 
Perhaps our experiences are what drive our fate. Without them, what sense 
would our lives have? Sometimes a “break” or a change of direction in our 
path allow us to fall in love, have babies, or be who we are.  
Among many difficulties, during the ethnography I have learned that as 
people come into our lives, they go. But it's comforting to know that you can 
keep the best images and memories inside you. 
After all, the world is constantly in a state of change and flux.  
So are cities. 
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B. Store Census of South Fifth and Seventh Avenues (2011, 2012) 
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C. Retail Summary of South Fifth and Seventh Avenues (2011, 2012) 
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